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* Welle, at tht Turk that, over- againſt N 
Fetter Lane in Fleetſtreet. MDCCVIE x 


DEFENCE 


OF THE | 

Grammatical Commentariee, e. 
& 

BOVE three Years ago I publiſh'd wy 

men of Grammatical Commentaries, and a WW 

a Year ſince, the Book it ſelf, 5. e. the fem _. 

part of ir. The deſign of it is to ſhew the BE. 

National ” {doo we have at preſent, to be an inſuffe - = 

rable Grievance, and to lay a Foundation for a better, not i 

only than that, but than any yet Extant, or than can be _ 

made of all that is to be found upon that Subject. This 7 

Deſign oblig'd me to take Notice of all the Errors and De- = 

ficiencies of all Grammarians by Name, that had wrote be- 

fore me; and, amongſt a great deal of better Company, 

thoſe of Mr. Leeds. Wherefore, ever ſince he has been EE 

venting his Nature upon me in Private, and now at aſt 1 

in Publick, in theſe Animadverfions. * = 
I know not well what to ſay in excuſe for twüblag $A 


the World with a ſquabble, about the Reputation of nge 
ſo little as my ſelf ; but that the ſucceſs of a Deſign depends as _ 
upon it, which my Adverſary owns to be 4 Giod and — 
Noble OED p. 55: to be __ about le Tight „ | - 
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p. 2. purſu d with great diligence, and to deſerve Encourages 


ment and Thanks and Honour from all good Men, p. 56, 
had it not been for ſome Exceptions that he takes at it, 
-which-yet-are- not ſuch, but that if my Reading falls into 
the hands of Viſe and Judicious Workmen, by the Diſcoveries 
I have made, may be made ſuch a Grammar, as, peradven- 
ture no Nation in the World ever yet ſaw; p. 56. And again, 


p- 44. he fays, Mr. Johnſon, without all doubt, has taken a 


ſingular deal of Pains in doing what he has done, and ought to 
be commended and thank'd for the Diſcoveries he has added to 
thoſe, made by others who writ before him. Well, one wou'd have 
thought that all rhis might have procur'd a Man fair Quar- 
ter, orat leaſt a little Civil Uſage, if he had happen d to fall 
into a few Errors. I fay a few Errors, for this Character 


and many, cannot ſtand together. But Mr. Leeds has a | 


trick worth two of that: He has not livd in the World 


all this while to ſo little purpoſe, as not to know the ſureſt 


way to faſten a Slander, is to give a few good words along 
with it, that the fame Juſtice which appears in one, may 
ſeem to govern the other alſo ; and that there is no ſuch 
effectual way of Reproaching, as commending it with a 
but. And therefore I am ſenſible, ſays he, p. 55. I have 
not treated Mr. Johnſon with that reſpect that a Man of ſuch 
4 Good and Noble Undertaking ought to bave been; but he ha 
managed the matter with ſo much Crack and Vanity, ſo like a 
Mounte ban, or Knight Errant, as has been before intima- 


ted; (by intimated you muſt here underſtand ſpoken as 


plainly and publickly as words can be ſpoken, that is call- 
ing Don Quixot, Ho Mr. Fohnſon, little Mr. Fohnſon, that 
exalt my ſelf, and leſſen the Reputation of that incomparable 
Man, Voſſius. If I had called this open Proclaiming, 
bare Intimating, I ſhould have been told I underſtood not 
the Engliſh Dictionary as well as the Latin Grammar, &c.) 
that I thought it the beſt way to deal with him as I have done, 
| hoping thereby to bring him to a true meaſure of himſelf; that 
in that part of his Commentaries, which he has to publiſh, 
we may ſee nothing but hu great diligence (not a. word of 
Ke - ns A „„ Mr. Leeds 
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Mr. Lzedr, that is, nor of Veſſus, for Mr. Leedr's lake) s, 
reading over the Claſſick Authors, and making ſuch Obſeruds * 
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tions out f them, as a Cautious and Wiſe Man would male 


in which good Undertaking, every good Man ; ready to Eu- 
| courage him, and to Thank and Honour him when he has done» 
Well, this at leaſt is fair dealing, he lets me ſee what I 
have to truſt to; there is no Encouragement, no Thanks 
to be expected, if I go on to Tax Mr. Leeds as I have done. 
Twas unfortunate for me, that 1 did not underſtand Mr. 
Leeds had ſuch an Intereſt in all good Men, that the na- 
ming of him would prevent all Encouragement, though the 
Work were for the Publick Service, 4 Good and Noble Un- 
dertaking gone about the Right way, colt a ſingular deal of 
Pains, Telerv'd Thanks and Honour, but for this unlucky 
Miſcarriage ; nay, and for all that, contain'd ſich Diſco- 
veries, as in the hands of Wiſe and Judicious Workmen,. (of 
which One will always be ready, I ſuppoſe, as long as 
Mr. Leeds lives) may be made ſuch a Grammar, as perad- 
venture no Nation inthe World ever yet ſaw. Now ſuppoſe in 
ſuch a Work as this, there be a little Vanity, or more than 

a little, yet that is eaſily ſeparable from ihe reſt of the 


- 


Book. And I have declared already that 1 intend to ſe» "oY 


parate it ; and when the other part is done, to come at 
laſt to Mr. Leeds's Terms, meer Rule and Example, not- 


a word of Mr. Leeds, for which reaſon he prefers the A- "#2 

bridgment to the Specimen. And in the mean time, if it a 

be ſo fulſome as he makes it, there is no danger of its 8 
tainting any body; it can only ſerve to expoſe me, and for =" 
that I ſuppoſe Mr. Leeds has no ſuch great concern. Why 1 
then could he not have a little patience till that was done? 3 
Becauſe his Name ſtood upon Record in the mean time, - - 


and tho' none of his Scholars ſhould happen to get the Book, = 2 


and ſee that they had been often whipt for their Maſter's 
Ignorance, yet ſome of his Neighbours might, and others 


o 


certainly wou'd, and ſo he might not paſs for that Great 


Grammarian, which he had ſet up for. Bur ſuppoſing a+ 
gain, that I had been vain, ought not the Diſcoveries I had 
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ſüuch Obſervations out of them as a Wiſe and cautious Man 
| would male. Very grave Advice, and very Magiſterial, 


(6) 


”” made; and that witha fingalar deal of Pains, and the Materia 


I had brought together for a better Grammar, than any ever 
yer ſeen, although I had neither the Wiſdom nor Judgment 
to be the Maſter Builder of my own Materials, to have been 
ſome ſmall Apology for me with Mr. Leeds 2 Ought not 
all this Pains, and all that Benefit the World may receive 
from them, if Mr. Leeds would be fo kind to beſtow his 


Wiſdom and Judgment in the Workmanſhip, to have ex- 


piated fora little Vanity, nay, or a great deal either? I do 
not mean fo far, as not to have told me of any Errors l 
bad committed, but to have done it at leaſt without re. 
proachful Language, as I had done by him, and not to 
have fallen upon me with ſo much ill Manners, ſo many pert 
and threadbare Jeſts, which every ſnarling Scribler has at 
his Fingers ends, except ſome that are too mean for any 
body but Mr, Leeds. Ought not Mr. Leeds of all Men to 
have conſidered poor Fleſh and Blood, and what a Tem- 
ptation it muſt needs be to little Mr. Fohnſon, in any thing 
to out-do the great Mr. Lecds 2 Well, but Mr. Leeds has 
an excuſe for all this. He ſays he is ſenſible he has not treat- 
ed me with that reſpeft, which a Man of ſo Good and Noble an 
Undertaking ought to have been, but I have managed the mat- 
ter with ſo much Crack and Vanity, ſo like a Mountebank, or 
Knight Errant, that he thought it beſt to deal with me this 
way, that he might bring me to a true meaſure of my ſelf. 


— Felicia tempora que te 
Moribus opponunt, habeat jam Roma pudorem, 
3 \ TT ES 
Tertius e cœlo cecidit Cato. 


That in the reſt of m y Commentaries which I have yet to 
publiſh, nothing may be ſeen but my great Diligence in read- 
ing over the Claſſicks (not a word of Mr. Leeds) and making 


OO nr —ę—. Di te Damaſippe deæque 
Verum ob conſilium donent tonſore 5 But 


r tm 


* 


But after all, Vanity is an ugly thing, and I own it as 
freely as Mr. Leeds, and am very far from pretending (tho 
for the Sale of my Book, which has coſt me a very | 


deal of Money (the leaſt Penny in the Printing of it) 1 


have readily laid hold of Mr. Leed's Commendation) that 


the Pains I have taken in this Subject, will at all Privi- 


ledge me to magnifie my ſelf, who have nothing ro boaſt 
of but a poor Drudgery, much leſs to leſſen the Reputati- 
on of any other Man, leaſt of all that of Gerard Voſſius,. 


a Man as far before me, as I am before my meaneſt Scho- 


lar. And if there be any thing in my Book that looks an- 
other way, I diſclaim it, as being the Child of Inadverten- 
cy, and not of Deſign, Whether this be ſo or no, ſhall be 


2 
conſider d by and by: In the mean time I think Mr. Leeds/ 


of all Men ought not to have twitted with it, if it had been 
ſo, for ſeveral Reaſons. Firſt becaule _ ak 


I 


Turpe eft doctori eum culpa redarguit ipſum ; | 


And if this be not tha Gale here,” 1 mf ce hand 
ls Judgment than Mr. Leeds allows me. For what but 
ranity could inſpire him with that freak in his Title Page? 


(BY 


AN OLD M 


AN, 


And who that OLD MAN is, if it be worth while | 


to look, the following Pages will diſcover). 


O mibs preteritas referas f Fupiver annos_ 


ay ® 


Et regem bas Herilum dextr6 ſub tartar mi, 


Stravis ſeutorumg; incendi vidtor acervo : 


Naſcen- 
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Non ego, &ec. 5 „ 1 5 1 4 
Well, but where are the Victories and Laurels of the WM 1; 
younger days? His Voſſus Contratths is of Forty Years MW 
ſtanding. He was no OLD MAN then, nor a very Young 1 
one. And what a Performance that is, may be ſeen by the 
Faults that have been found in it already, beſide all that are 
yet to come. But he ſays he had no other deſign, but to 
contract Voſſun. Well, I confeſs this was a very modeſt W C 
dieſign, to content himſelf with contracting another Man's it 
Works, and it was a great Vanity for little Mr. Johnſon to v. 
pretend to go further. But why ſhould Mr. Leeds have no 7 


4 Ps Gs 
D ad 


. bother deſign than to contract Voſſis ꝰ Does not Vſſus prove fs y 0 
11 all the great Men before him to be out in many things, WI 
= N and was it not to be ſuppoſed, in a thing of ſuch valt. va- nu 
1 tiety and intricacy, he might in ſome things be ſo too? to 

2 Was it not to be try'd ar leaſt whether he were or not WF his 


Was it a deſign great enough for a great School-Maſter  IW oy 
to content himſelf with ſhrinking 'a Book, to put ĩt up- A 
on the Nation for a Supplement to the Grammar, without WW oy 
endeavouring to make it hold Water? And to let it {ſtand ha: 
fo Forty Years together, is ſtilla greater Proofof a profound Il rn 
Modeſty, and that is all. And now what is becgme of this WW in 
mighty Qualis eram, imply d in this vain and freakiſt Fitle. W mo 
Page! But is it true, as here pretended, p. 29. that Mr, cal 
Leeds intended only the Contraction of Voſſius ? Noihing loc 
like it. He took it for a compleat Supplement to Liih, Pa. 
| and ſays that for that end he had taken the Aſſiſtance of 
| Frarnahy alſo, and had added ſomething, to ſpeak modeſtly, Mt 
4 out of his own inopia. Thus he recommends it to the fon 
44M Reader, in his Preface to him. Tale it in his own words; ow 
= 1. Sed miſſis Athenu, ad Spartam noſtram, ubi etfi Voſſius regust an 
EF 1 precipuus, non tamen ſolus : in auxilium adfunximus u. for 
ratem Farnabium, atque ubi opus erat, addidimus eriam 
\ 0 & 
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ad manum habeat. And (30n Ks Non nobis eft mots 3 
(neg; debets, inania jaBare : Nonmhil autem ſperamus alm 
m pauca eſſe in veterum hibris, que ſiudigſeæ juventurs in. 
ter legendum ſolent gradum ſiſtere, quin hinc, ſi probe atten 
datur; tantum luminis accipiant, ut nag: heſfitabits ©" 
uomodo pedem expedire queat, facile videat. This then (was 
r. Leeds Deſign, and I believe, upon ſecond Thoughts. 

be will find it beſt to own it, * I think it is plain b 
the Commentaries he has come very ſhort of it. Ano» © © © 
ther ſhrewd ſign of Mr. Leeds Vanity, is his pretended 
Concern for Gerard Vo 11. For if it were real, how comes 2 
it that he has not duell'd Olaus Borricſius, as well as nme 
who has long ſince publiſh'd a little Dictionary againſt A 
Voſius de Vitiis Sermons Latini, in which he has provd b: 
yond all exception hundreds of words to be genuine Latin, 
which Veſſius condemns as ſpurious, and many of them by 5 
numerous Examples, and if need were, I could add more 
to ſome of them? From whence it is plain, what I aſſert of 
his Ars Grammatica, namely, that this great Man did not read 
over the Authors he cites for this Work neither, This 
Author indeed uſes Voſſius but ſcurvily, and triumphs: 
over him more than a little. How comes it then that he 
has eſcap'd this great Meaſurer, and not been brought to 4 
true Meaſure of himſelf» Why Mr. Leeds had no concern 
in the Matter, he had never contracted Voſſius de Vitiis Ser- 
monis, and therefore the Reputation of poor Gerard, as he 
calls him, very wittily, to fling an Odium upon me, muſt 
WW look to it ſelf ; Mr. Leeds will not draw for it, but in a 

Party Concern, where the Contratter is in danger of being 

run through behind the Original. And now I mult deſire 

Mr. Leeds to lend me his jeſt; Alas poor Gerard! Where - 

fore all this ſtir about Voſſius," is nothing but entring his 

own Action in another Man's ne 5 all meer ſelf, ; ſach 

an intractable Vanity as will not endure touching, though | 
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- Nay, though be his invited his Reader to it, in theſe word 


pinam inertiam, um in aliis odimus, in nobis ipſis ame 


uſum veterum — — qui vel &, vel qui dixerunt poſt idem. 
„„ F.larnaby. | ; 6; 


fel quid opus? p. 160. 
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Apollini vellicandam prabemus: Neque enim fas eſt, ut fs 


mu. Further, if Mr. Leedt has fo little vanity, as be 
would fain perſuade us, why is he fo ſingular and affect. 
ed to write his Name three ſeveral ways in this one 
Book, Leedes in the Title Page, e Leodibus the bot- 
tom of his Dedication, and Lech, at that of his Pre. 
face to the Reader, and Leodius elſewhere in a Fourth? 
This looks like a pretending to ſomething more than Ordi. 11 
nary, a dr f variety, and much in uſe among the 
old Maſters of Roman Eloquence of his Acquaintance. Why MW 
do we find among his Examples for Boys Exerciſe, that er 
Boys came bur of 25k to Bury School. This is ſomething WM. 
fo like Vanity, a Man would fwear twere the fame. And 
as theſe are Arguments of a general Vanity, ſuch an one p- 
as was ſufficient to keep Mr. Leeds from throwing the firſt 
Stone at me, though he had found me tripping in this way, 
ſo there are other Proofs alſo of that particular Vanity e 
which he charges me with, namely, the calling great Men MW #" 
to an account for their Errors, as in plain, from the follow- 1. 
105 Paſſages in his Voſſius Contrattus, under the following ſe 
Names. e 2 . T 


Donatus. 


* 


Quod multi- exemplis probari poteſt (nempe ſales feenifics 


re condimentum etiam) contra Donatum in illud Terentii, tu 
Eun. Ac. J. N. 1. p. 1 N 1 IE 
„ amen, ner., 
Quidam ex neoterics uſurpant idem cum præpaſitione, = 
atque hi magni nominis. Eraſmus Annot. Matth. c. 4 J. 
— Et Foſeph. Scaliger, caſtigationibus in ſpheram contra | 


Itidem aſſentor & aſſentior ut ſtatuił Farnabius, ſed mallem lo 


bs poſtponere perſonam in dativo, p. 149. Farnabius vult efſe ch 


Heleniſmum, quæ condonabitur, pro quæ condonabuntur, 
TY L ambinus 
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" Kahn nimis pt Rimiciug, qui in » Fabula Alep dem: 
ere & gallinu — non erubuit, & c. p. C1. 
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Nam audacior Ci S cali Keri mut atio, wunerat, Py 
p ORs 25 ; - 40 
| | [Is Bong „ Aow 

Equidem putatur 2 Servio 1, Aneid. 45 ego. & . 
eſſe conflatum, ſed banc pininem duplici telo jugulavjt Priſci- 
anus, p. 1 13. E quibus exempts ſatis refutatur Servi Jenten. 
ia, p. 125. Ubi Servius adglomerant pro 25 


ſed facilius aur wi, e. p. 13. Nec vudiendii, e 


2 


fo aliter ſeivits p. 161, e - Nats 
E TREA Zug 1 | | 


| Saturniug 1 9. c. 5. Vult comparativa cum exponun- 
tur per quàm regere interdum Genitivum, ad. imitationem 
Grecorum; ſed lock que adducit, non id probents p. 15271 53: 

Smetius. 

Sie 0110 alle legitur in MSS. licet aliter citet EN 
Smetius, 12 | . „ 
" _ Ste banus. TS. Coo 

Legat etiam chremes, & Chreme; Socrates, 25 Socrate; 
Uliſes S Vliſſe; ; licet id negat Stephanus. And a little be- 

low, Neſcio quibus autoribus ductus prod eit (n e in A- 
lt aneh fendt ich of. e 
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© Tantum monendi fludiofis, ne, que tradidit, Laur. Valla 
| de Comp. & ſup. ea temere recipiunt, p. 1 33. ſic etiam dicis 

tur dI1agbges incidere in æs, & in ære, licet Valle aliud 
viſum, p- 184. | s | TT” 


And now what is become of all that Candour and Mo- 
deſty which Mr. Leeds. will have fo ſtrictly oþſerv'd to- 
wards great Men, who have wrote before us, and for want 
of which (as he pretends) he endeavours to expoſe me to the 
ſcorn and hatred of his Reader? Have I any where ſaid 
more than this? Nay, have I any where ſaid ſo much? 
| Is there any Expreſſion of mine fo Imperious, as his of 
_— Servius, nec audiendus Servius ? and yet for all this 


3 f 5 
; * 7 * ft 
* 9 * 
N — * * 


! muſt paſs for a ſower Reflecter upon the failures of great 
Men, a Mountebank, a Knight Errant, a Man of an un allow- 
able Humour, all Crack and Vanity, a-Ho Mr. Johnſon, and 
many other turns of the like good breeding; and Mr. Leeds 

for the prettieſt condition'd thing in the VVorld, the very I 
moſt undermoſt, the Pink of Courteſie. I can ſee nothing v 
to be ſaid for this, but that great Men may make bold one 1 

with another, but that is no Precedent for litele Mr. John: 

| ſon. VVell, but I reflect upon his Sacroſan#us, his in- 
comparable Gerard Voſſius, one that help'd him to all his 
Grammar, and therefore every Fault found in him, is one (| 
in Mr, Leeds too, and that's inſufferable; Tis true, in- p. 
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De nobis poſt hec triſts ſententia fertur, 
Dat veniam corvis, vexat cenſura columbas. 


deed, I take Notice of ſeveral Errors in Gerard Vſſis, and MW «: 
ſo does Mr. Leeds of all that he knew. And for matter of Re- I 
ſpect, I am ſure I mention him every where with as much, 1 1 
as Mr. Leeds himſelf, I call him what I think him, and MW c 


always thought him, a great Man; I fay, p. 27. that, for 
| his admirable Learning in this kind, in di ble matten pi 
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neſs, that I ſhould be ſo pragmatical as to diſcever more 
Errors in Voſſius than Mr. Leeds had done; for he himſelf 
matites gemma jungitur cum adjeftivo Fem: Plin. I. 37. c. to. 
licet id non obſervatum à Lexicographis, qui quidem quod 4. 
ſtatuere; neꝗ; (quantum video) ſatis ſeit Grammatici, nam 


| aſpilates, cites, & chalazias, ſtatuit ſolùm maſc. etiam 


Veſſius noſter, at uſurpavit Plinius & feminino. VVell, 
find it was unlucky for me, that I had not contracted Voſtur 
before I wrote theſe Commentaries, for that would have 
made him Voſſius noſter, and then I might have made hold 
with him, as well as Mr. Leeds. Again, p. 47. Tum ille 


- prognatus Theti pro Thetide, quod fortaſſe non in animo ha- 


buit clariſſimus Voſſius, cùm vitio dedit lepidiſimo Eraſino, 
quod de climati e pro climatide, ſcripſerit. Again, 
5. 73. ſpeaking of the Comparative Degree, he ſays, Ali- 
quando verò addit imminutionem poſitivo, ut in illo Maroni, 


* 
a 


Tum ſenior tales referebat pectore voce. 
Ita ſtatuit Voſſius noſter qui interpretatur triſtior, ſubtriſtis 
vel ex parte triſtis; but what triſtior ? for he names nous. 
| ſuppoſe he means the eriſtior in that of Vrgil, 


| Triftior & lachmmis oculos ſuffuſa nitentes, Eneid. 1. 
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(but does not the leaving out this hole Verſe, the Tnter- 
pretation of which 1 We thing here in Queſtion,' ſeem 0 
argue the want of a little due care and circumſpection in Mr. 
Leeds too, as well as Mr. Fohnſor's ſuffering a Miſprintof 
10 for 20. in a Quotation to paſs from the Specimen to the 
Commentaries) & ſenior, parum vel non ſatis ſenex : in hoe. 


nempe ſecutus Servium, in illo Priſcianum : ſed qui rem pro 
pins ſpectat, fortaſſe. inveniat ( ſaltem in his locis) quod ab. 
illis magnis viris diſſentiat: nam ſuamode illa dici- pateſt 
+4 2 . a ſubtriſtis, 
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ſubtriſtis, ve! ex parte triſtis, que oculos ſuff uderat lechry mg, 
Stam miſeras edidit querelas ? aut ille non ſatis lenex, qui 
aperts gueritur de tarda bebetudine, & effetis viribus ſengs 
Butis2 How fairly he repreſents his Author ſhall here be 
cCunſider d by and by. In the mean time what is become of 
Mr. Leads Rule which he ſo modeſtly preſcribes to me? To 
ſer the Example of modeſt Mr. Walker before my Eyes, © 
name no. body, becauſe it looks too much like bragging and 
boaſting, which all modeſt Men ſhun the appearance of, what 
they can. This is (ſurely as much at leaſt as any thing he 
can find in me) ſingling out of great Adverſaries, three at 
ance, and one of them that very Veſſius, /and then proclaim 
ng Victory, 2s he charges me. Priſcian, Servius and Voſ- 
ius do but ſee at a diſtance, Mr. Leeds is the Man that does 
propius ſpettare, ſee Face to Face; and for his magns viris, 
that is but a Complement upon them, to aggrandize him- 
| felf, ſince the greater the Captive, the greater the Tri- 
This muſt all follow upon Mr. Leeds's ſtate of the 
matter, that the naming of great Men argues vain Glory, 
unleſs he can ſhew a ſpecial Priviledge. Again, p. 84, 85. 
Nam in exemplo citato t Terentio, ſi te animo quo ferre ac- 
cipiet, negligentem feceris, videtur eſſe Indicativi, quod plu- 
ribus exemplis contendit Voſſius; in quibus quidem modus 
Potentialis (ut nobis videtur) potins debuit habere locum, fi 
locum ullum in modorum familia ille ſeverus modorum cenſor pot 
tentiali conceſſiſſet. Again, 5. 105. At neutra ſententia (nempe de 
ſupinis) placet Voſſio, qui tertiam fert, nempe derivata à parti- 
cipiis præteritis ideo vocari ſupina, quod, re geſtà & præterita, 
liceat nobis eſſe ſupinis, & otioſis. Sed utrum jus ſententia ſit 
prohabilior, dotiorum arbitratus eſto: where there is a lade due 
care wanting too, in the word doctiorum, for which, dafe: 
im would have done better, ſince this may be taken. for 
doftiorum Voſſio, - Again, p. 163. Cenſet Valla poſt denbum 
motus non rette uſurpari gerundium. Ideoque non dicendu 
revertor ab arando, ſed ab aratione: quæ ſeutentia asſi Vf: 
Jo. noſtro parum arrideat, non tamen eam, prout nobis. viderur, 
fatis rcfellit. Again, p. 192. Dura etiam Synt heſis oft: i lud 
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Ter. Eun. Qui babet alem quod in te eſt. — his . 
bent pieriq; M. _ _ us referr [quod] now ad: [halem] 
{ed ad [habere an retiè judicet lector. Nobm mon 
magis abſurdum — dicere, (elem quod] quam ar- 
cus & calami quæ ]. Again, p. 10 In: — — 


| acue primam; nam mediam corr * 5 Ter. Hec. Ac. 4. Sc. 2. 


quod miror Voſſium virum tanta induſtria preteriiſſe'; num 
is diſerte aſſerit, in migro nemo priorem, quod ſcimus cor- 
ripit. Sed bonus Homerus non Jemper- vigilat, nequs Ber- 


nardus, etſi ſatis oculatus videt omnia. I hope it comes to 


my turn now to uſe that Pathetical faying of Mr: Leeds, 
alas poor Gerard. And now if a Man muſt needs be ſnar- 


ling at other People, one would think it ſhould be in ſome- 


thing, which would not bear ſuch 8 e 
nee wherein ir might be fas: 


| Opprobris 2 latraverit integer 1. 


Surely * tis a long time fince Mr. Leeds read town Book. 


have diſcovered _—_— by his putting down Necavie ' 
2s a ſingularity, which I have given ſuch a Number of 

Proofs of, and Criſpus as not cotppes 'd, which 1 have ſhewn | 
him twelve times compar'd in Pliny (I fancy tis fo in his 


Pliny too); and ſeveral other things, beſide what he has 


blab'd of biinſelf in theſe paring. ee that Mr. Leeds 
has not much trofibled his Head with reading the Claſlicks, 
but I thought he had made amends for that, by diligent- 
ly reading his own VVorks; but now I find be does not 
thar neither. Surely he had forgot that he thus often ex- 
poſes Vous bitmſelf, when he reproach d me for Er 
alout the dull Dutrhman, or elſe he will let no body do 

it but himſelf, which is ſomething confeſs, and whbat;; it 
may be, Vo 72 might take as well:! if he wirre living, as 
King Charles II. did like matter, who being told af a 
great Officer of his Houſhold that cheated him grievouſſy, 
reply d, I know that, but he will let no body clog ani 106 


kept kia in bis Place Cr | 
FIR 


ne. Vell, if I have, Mr. Leeds Abe 2 proper 


have as much reſpect for Voſſus, as he, for his life, I wil 


tains a Medicine the Spleneti 
Leeds was in love with the 
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to tell me of that neither, for he has done ſo himlelf. And 
I hope he will conſider how much more excuſable it is in 
-me, who bad ſo many other Authors upon my Hands, than 
in him, who had this one only to mind. His firſt: Cor- 


rection of Voſſius, p. 24. Voſſ. Contract. is a meer abuſe of | 


of him. For whereas he ſays there, that Voſſius determin d 
Aſpilates, Oftracites, and Chalazias to be Maſculine only, 


tis no ſuch matter, but the direct contrary, as plain as 


words can make it. And to convince Mr. Leeds that 1 


tranſcribe the whole Paſſage in his Vindication,  Similiter 


vurilis ſunt pyrites, ſelenites, aetites, chernites, oftracites 


ophites, paranites, aſpilates, aliag; id genus. Plinius lib, 
36. c. 17. Chernites ebori Gimillimus, e 19. Eft alius 


 etiamnum pyrites ſimilitudine æris, c. 20. Hæmatites uſtus 
minii colorem imitatur. Idem tamen in muliebri uſus. ' Ut 


l. 37. c. 11. Pyrites nigra quidem, fed attritu digitos ad- 


urit. Ita & vetus Parmenſis editio, S inde conſecute. Hh 


quibuſdam tamen Manuſcriptis, pyritis, ut Gracis # =ugi7 bs, 


— Jimiliter differunt ſelenites, & ſelenitis, 5 c,,, i a 


Ains. Nempe in priore reſpiciunt 3 xi, in alteron . 


Sed hee in Plinianis editionibus non obſervatur. Ut 1. 37. 
c. 1. Pyrrhus habuiſſe traditur Achaten, in qua novem muſt, 
Apollo citharam tenens, ſpectarentur. Et. c. 8, Molochis 


tes laudata fignis. Et c. 9. Aſpilaten Demecritus in Are 


bia gigns tradit, ignei coloris. Eam oportere cameli pilo ſple: 


neticis alligari. And yet to botrow Mr. Leeds's quaint ex: 


lays, his Author makes only Maſculine. ' And this is 
ſtilt the more in Mr. Leeds, ſince the Example con- 
ick: but I ſuppoſe Mr. 
„ and had no mind 
to be Cured. Neicher does be Jeſi n dn wo 
eftracites and chalazias, by ſaying he makes them only 
Maſculines, for Vofius goes on thus, Ac poſted :| Borrytes 
* alia — . 


# 


23 
o 


- 


upon me, this is the very very very Aſpilates which, 


7) 


ris is famidas Ei moxʒ Cepites candida efts Ac ſimilia id ge 

nus deinceps, which is a plain Reference to Pliny, for more 

Feminines of this ſort, and among others, oftracites nm 
cholazias allo. And now in a matter that is not tranſi- „ 
ently mention d, but fo expreſly and copiouſly inſiſted up- 

on, how could this great Grammarian ſay, nam aſpilates, 

tracites, & chalazias ſtatuit Joſum Maſe. etiam Vaſſius 

Noſter. Surely I may return him one of bis two Comple- 

ments upon me, namely, either. that he Accuſes others 

ſaying that which they do not ſay, that he may, te thought the 

only Man that has inſtructed the World in lle matter be n 

upon; or that like other Men, he 1 ſulject fo fits of 3 Jawnin 

and then writes, (as. other Men uſed to (uch fits commonly do 

with by Mouth open, and hy He 17 wil N i Its 

him again, Voff. Contract, p- * 1 85 Et Arxi 

Plaut. Epid, AC. 1. Sc. 1. Tun fle o pro ey Theti, pre 

Thetide, quod fortaſſe non in animo habuit He mus Hoſſig 

cum vitio dedit lepidiſſimo  Eraſmo, « qudd de. climate, Egyptia 

pro climatide e For Foo: quotes. this Fa 
lage of Plautus, t ſays that; etide is beds, Ri word ls 
are, Nec exiſtiman 41 perpetuim Nes quod de I e 11 Hod. nor 
minibus traditun * 1 . Nam erelpi deb ent 7 nitivg, 
ereſeunt,, die 4 "Thetis | dicimus no 7 Thetic 1 8 etir, 
am Thetin, &, Tethin. In 4 Mas Janen te 1955 Fr Us: 
quam Ther ; etſi apud Pl autum Pidico. l. 9. 75 pror 
Lenatur. 80 that what Voſſus C Ires here i in Eraſmugy i is not. 
the declining any. Greek. Noun in 4, which, is commonly, 
creſcent, Without encreaſe, but for declining « clematis lo i 1 
p⸗ » for Which 1175 We MO, e y And the 
Cenſure i is 5 judicjous, and a | age. | 
g not to be pr cheyd 1 10 Ka. 95 5 ſtrict 
0 to br 14 0 e pg 90 The it * 
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Ita atuit Veſſias noſter, whetias Voſſius fays no kich thin 
an 177 Com omparative ſometimes fg nifies leſs 41 
the Peſtive, but this is none of bis Inſtances. Nay, be 
concludes this Argument rather point blank againſt it. For 
| having Cited out of Servius, Et revera non convenit hun 
fatis ſenem accipi, qui & vincere poteſt, & uno ictu tantum 
necare; he fays, Hæc Ses vius. Verum eo, fi forts unum 
hoc effecerit, Senior quinto /AEneidos imminutionem ſignif 
care. At nihil illa ad locum de Priamo, & Charonte, aut 
eum, quem e Fabio adducebamus. Surely, ſayin if Servi 
cou d prove it can never make it Voſſus's Opinion that he 
has proy'd it, but the quite contrary. "And now 1 11 
I ſhall hear no more from Mr. Leeds upon this Head. 
certainly a greater piece of careleflneſs 92 a Contracter, that 
has but one > Arkfior to mind, to miſrepreſent him, than 
for one engaged as 1 was, and forced to truſt ſometimes 
to my Memory, as being depriv'd by my troubles of the 
uſe of my Books, either to miſtake one Author for ano- 
ther, or the dcular words of this or that Author. And 
this I hope this angry Gentleman will; upon cooler thoughts 
be incli d to forgive, when he ſhall conlider that in theſe 
Animadverſions, the Work of three Years, and yet not 
taking in aboye 68 Pages oft my Book, he his milrepreſer- 
ted me in the word Moree of the] Femiaine uſe 0 which 
he ſays I take no notice; how 1 „let the Reader ke 
 Commlenta arjers-p. T1. where J Nee GA ae, ft Mare 
thon, the very Quotation he 119 take no Notice of, 
| ==; 49 me the fame in Ti upon ,the word fim, which 
| 1 © I'tax him for fit 1 5 in the Fetninine, and 
i do it my (elf, Ye th W before li 
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the very Quotation which he ſays is ting, and all 1 
this in a Paragraph of five lines. Sure this is Mi- 
ting with the Eyes ſput. He charges me alſo with mif- - 
repreſenting Voſſius, has word camelus, when 1 

| to | 


fy he challenges any ſhew it in rhe Feminine, 
and ſays that Voſſius challenges no body that he knows 
ob p. 25. Without all diſpute Mr. Leeds can beſt tell what 
he himſelf knows in this Matter, and I will take his word 


| that he does not know it, though in his own Author; but 


to fatishe him that things may be even in the incomparable 
Gerard, Which he knows nothing of, let him look De Anal. 
L. 1. c. 15. and there he will find theſe words, Non re&ius 
communia faciunt camelus, exul, præſul, pedes, eques, obſer, 
cacles, pluraqʒ alia: que. ſiquis male altera à nobis genere ſpoli- 
ari putet, u gratum fecerit, fi veteris ſcriptoris autoritate 
camprobarit , poſſe ea in feminino uſurpari. Id ſi fiat, primus 
propria cædam vineta; nec metuam nequis probus deſertionis 
inurat notam, modo fuga fiat in caſtra veritatis. Now this 
[ take to be a challenge in a Writer, and if it be not, let 
Mr. Leeds, who is ſo good at - Defining, tell me what is. 


Again, upon the word Pelien, he ſays I miſrepreſent Vai 
| ſus, in ſaying that he is poſitive it is never other than Neu- 
| ter. Now Veſſius lays, Neutra autem ſunt. dęſinentia in e 


tertiæ, item in on & um ut Pelion. Now. hen a Gram: ? 
marian ſays a Noun is Neuter, and takes no Notice of any 
other Gender, I think he is to be underſtood that it,1z.oply - 
Neuter, and that is being Poſutive. And this Lfapcy is the 
rue werde becauſe 1 find Mr. Leeds interprets ſo 
himſelf, Voſius ſays, ſimiliter uirilia pyrites,,&c., and Mrs 
Leeds fay he makes them Maſculine only, and Cenſures 
Feminine alſo, as has been ſhewn. EVN pe had 
laid 5 Was Makuline all | 7 Jorg he 

tive it was only Neuter. Well, a r time 
[ ſhall LE — to lea this Gentleman, if any ching 


nil. phaſe him. And thus mach for Mr,; Leeds upon Fl 
ta 
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© the Reader alſo. To him therefore 1 ſay, that I am 


ſorry for any miſtake that has eſcap'd me in this Work, 


and particularly for — miſrepreſented Gerard Veſſius, 


a Man whom I am fo far from leſſening de ſignedly, that 


I think him the greateſt Man theſe laſt Ages ever pro- 
duc'd, and I have been often amaz d to ſee the Maſtery he * 


ſhews in this part of Learning, which of it ſelf is enough 


to take up the time of an ordinary Capacity, who was a 
compleat Maſter alſo in almoſt all other Learning. How 


I come to miſrepreſent him in two of the three things 


Mir. Leeds charges upon the Specimen, and now amended 


in the Commentaries, viz. as ſaying, that Thus never ſigni- 
fied the Tree, and that Acus the Fiſh was Maſculine, at 
this diſtance of time I cannot tell, having done away the 
Notes out of which that was CompiPd ; but for the third, 
his ſaying that Ador was Feminine, it is ſo in the Book which 
I made uſe of, and I overlook'd the Correction in the Er: 
rata, which is no ſuch unheard of Fault. And though 


Mr. Leeds did give Notice of it to one of my Friends, in 
à Letter before my Book came out, not to admoniſh, but 


reproach me, yet my Friend had no Commiſſion to let 
me have that Letter, He only read it to me once over, 
and that was not enough to carry away ſuch a Rhapſody of 


ſtuff as it contain d. But it may be the Reader may 


Nay „ as well as Mr. Leeds, what need of naming Voſfius or 


any body elſe? 


Firſt, Becauſe in all likelihood the Book would have 
been damn'd without ever looking into it, if this had not 
been done. For the World has been fo poſſeſs d, that Vf 
ſius (eſpecially coming after Sanctius, Scioppius, and other 
great Men) was ſo compleat on this Subject, that there 

as been no thoughts but of abridging him for the uſe of 
the ſeveral Countries: and therefore nothing would have 
been look d upon, that did not carry a Face of being in 


ſome things beyond him. And I. muſt confeſs T bad fo 


much Vanity, that I was loth my Book ſhould be fold for 
11,2190 JOG” Sr, 970C911T 10-0599 
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| Secondly, It Was requiſite to name Names, becauſe many ; 


things to be taken notice of wou'd have appear'd im - 


nent, if the contrary had not been ſhewn to be maintained 
by great Men. For example, how impertinent wou'd it 
have been to have put down four and fifty Examples of 


Necavi from Neco, if the great Contracter of Voſſius, had 


not put down Necavit as a Singularity ? How impertient 
to have given as many Examples of Necatus, if the fame 
great Author had not let Necui Neftum paſs without Cor- 
rection. All that had read wou'd have known Necavi to 
be the common Præterperfect of Neco without my telling 
them, but they wou'd not have known there was that Ne- 
ceſſity of warning others, unleſs I had quoted the great 
Mr. Leeds, What need to have told the World that Criſpus 
was compar'd eleven times in Pliny, once in Columella, 
once in Solinus, unleſs the fame great Author had ſaid it 
was never compar'd at all, he. Gee DAR” 
Thirdly, It was requiſite to name Names, that People 
finding their Miſtake in the Opinion they had of the Per- 
fetion-of theſe great Mens Works, might be excited to 
make further Enquiry into this Matter, and thoſe of grea- 
ter Capacities and Advantages than my ſelf, who beſide 


| my Incapacity, have been under all the diſadvantageous 


Circumſtances that can well be imagin'd. And becauſe 
this Study has fo little Encouragement here in England, 
that this Motive was not likely to go far, it was further 
requiſite to name Names, to ſtir up the Envious to find 
fault. And it has had this good Effect already, we ſee, 
that the VVorld owes this Learned Treatiſe of Mr. Leeds 
to it, and the Hopes of more. For he ſays, he does not 
know but he may add. And then who knows but that 
three Years more may diſcover another Fault, as theſe 


three laſt have done one in the word Sicanis, which tho? 


it be but one, yet one thing is ſomething, and every litele- 
belps, is as goed a Proverb as the beſt; Theſe were my 
Reaſons for naming of Names, and Mr. Leeds may try his 
drill upon which he pleaſes. And thus much for the Va- 
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. 
nity Mr. Leeds charges me with in the manner of Manage- 
ment. But he has Objections allo againſt the ' Deirinu 

Part, which are next to be conſider d. And in this he 
ſays, I have not taken ſufficient Care to prevent the ſaying of 
the ſame thing of my Grammatical Commentaries, that I have 
ſaid of Lilly's Grammar, namely, that they are in ſevergl 
things falſe, in ſome obſcure, ſuperfluous in things unneceſſy 
17), and defective in things neceſſary 3 and that they are ſq, 
be ſays, ſhall be plainly and Fane ſhewn. VVell, 
this is to the Point, I muſt needs ſay, if it can be proy'd, 
and if plainly and evidently too, there's a ſhort end of 
- the matter, a poor Author undone in one Campaign. But 
good Reader have a little Patience, _ 


Agedum pauca accipe contra, 


and then if it don't appear, that this Author has the 
leaſt to do with plainly and evidently of any Man 
living, never take my word more. For if my Commentaries 
are in ſeveral things falſe, in ſeveral obſcure, &c, yet if 
they are not ſo in as many Inſtances as Lily's Gramm 
the ſame thing cannot be ſaid of them, as of Se I 
does Mr, Leeds ſo much as pretend that they are? No- 
thing like it. Now here are plainly and evidently come to 
nothing already. The whole Merit of the Cauſe is upon 
the Comparative, and that is plainly and evidently over- 
look d. But tis below a great Diſputant to be tyd to 
Rules. They were made — our little Writers of Gram. 
matical Commentaries, not for great Contracters, and 
ſuch like. But Falſity, Obſcurity,  Superfluity and Deficieng 
rie ſcurvy things in a Treatiſe of this Nature, tha? but in 
part; let us ſee therefore how far this is made out plain · 
Hy. and evidew//y, But before we come to treat upon ths 
Point, I muſt defire the ſettling 2 Preliminary or two. 
The firſt is, that the Extent of the ſeveral Books may be 
conſider d, that of Mr. Leeds's, and mine: For in theſe 
Gaſes, the greater Compaſs a Man takes, the mage Fon 
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(2). 
he is to go out of the way. The ſecond is, that ſore re- 
god muy y be had to the different way of collecting the 
ls. Mr. Leedis Obſervations were made to bis 
hand, 8 in a very few Caſes, where he inter- 
pu bis own Jadgment, be had nothing to do, but te 
ye ont the Examples, and ſhorten the wording of the 


Rule. I had my Obſervations to make out of the Authots 


themfelves, where there is not the leaſt Hint of this kind, 
but a great deal every where to divert a Man's Thoughts 
from the manifold Intentions he muſt carry in his Head 
through every Sentence, to the Senſe of the Subject, or 
Elegance of the Writer. What it wou d have been to an- 
other Man I know not, but to me it was a great Difficul- 
, not to be diverted from my Purpoſe by ſo many 
Tempratos bur to ſteer on my Courſe amidſt theſe Sy 
A third thing is, that my Book being but newly 

ot 1 may have a little time allow” d me for Retroſpection 
and ſecond Thoughts, which is but reaſonable in a Cafe of 
this Nature, where e many thouſand marł d Paſ- 
ſages a Man may well ſed to have overlook'd 


| ſome, and in fac « Coutts of — to have let others 


paſs without Remark”, and yer to have taken reaſonable 
Care that the fame ching may not be ſaid of his Book, as 
of Lily's Grammar, or of Mr. Leeds's Notes upon it. And 

ſarely Mr. Leeds of all Men, muſt allow this to be a very 
reafonable Preliminary, whoſe Book | has been out forty 
Years, with a great deal more amiſs in it, uncorrected to 
this day. I find he pleads this in Excuſe, p. 29. that in 
Book, Was written full Jorry Fears Zo, and poſſibly in 41 tha} 
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which he Alge 75 mend, F the Book chr to' be printed A 
"et Now I had always the woes ar 
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TT (44) : 
cially in a matter of ſo much greater Extent , and where 
the remaining part was yet to be publiſh'd, in which ſome- 
thing might be expected, and toward which more is done 


already, and left in the Printers Hands, than, Mr. Leeds 


has done, in theſeAnimadverſions, or ever will do, as I fancy, 
The fourth and laſt Preliminary is, that he either admit me 
to an equal ſhare with him, or renounce for himſelf 
that Allowance. which he takes, pag. 29, 30. nameh, 
that one Miſtake may be worſe and harder to amend, in the 
Man that makes it, than another. As in the Caſe before u, 
Mr. Leeds had let Nycticorax without any Remark ſtand 
where it ſhould not have ſtood , and added three other as in- 
proper for that place, as Nyfticorax was. But all this, hap- 


pened through Oſcitancy; (you muſt not ſuppoſe he mean 


yawning here, no that is peculiar to Mr. Fohnſon, and be- 
tween Oſcitancy and Tawning there is a great deal of Difle, 


? * 


rence) or Inadvertency. Wake but the Man, and give him 


. 
. 35 


Teave to rub his Exes a little, and he wil readily find the 
" Miſtake himſelf, and needs no other Miſt ake-finder to ſbem it 


him. But when, as in Mr. Johinſon's Caſe, the Miſtake 3 
made through Ignorance, the Cure of it is much more diffe 
ent; it being a great deal harder to convince a miſtaking 


Man (eſpecially if he be a Man that is in love with himlelf, 


and his own Conceptions) than to awaken another Man, be he 


never ſo faſt aſleep. And it unluckily happens juſt. thus mith 


| Mr. Johnſon : He had miſtaken the Meaning of the ſecond 
pecial Rule in Lilly's Grammar, thinking the penultima Acuta 


at to have regard to the Greek, Accent, and as a Conſequent 


4 


1 of thi: Miſtake, he made another, in placing Aedon, which ig 
Aud in Greek, after ſome words in n, that were excepted from 
general Rule, as a word that ought to have been excepted 


fromichem- As for the word Aedon, 1 ſhall ſpeak to 
hereafter ; in the mean time, I can never allow Mr. Leeds 
this Privilege, to be priacipal God-father on both ſides 
and to have the naming of his, own Child, and mine too. 
If it was miſ-rhinking in me to place Aden under the ſecond 
Serial Rule, ſure it muſt be miſ-chinking, or N in 
* | | MI. 


* 


* 3 F ä . , 
*. "© SE A . 8 2 ; 
I 


V 
to 
as 
un 
M: 
on 
wi 
Bl 
85 
WI 


En 


e e y c o ⁊ęñę ᷑æ y ẽ̃ h e , . . Wo oY 


2 - * - 
WE F * - 2 2 4 7 
* il 
C7 * — 
* 
A £ 1 
£ 
8 2 
| 2 


Mr. L:eds. to let NySicorax ſtand there, which had nothing 


to do there, and to add dropax, myſtax, varix, Which 

1 little. But it ſeems it was not mſ-chinkzng, it muſt be 
unthinking therefore, and I cannot but think, tis a harder 
matter to convince an unthinking Man, than a miſ-chinking 
one. I think the firſt comes much nearer the Animal 
which Mr. Leeds thinks I rake him for, than the other. 


But whether miſ thinking, or unthinking, I can never 


grant him this Privilege, without I may come in for ſnacks ' 
with him. VVhat, a Sleep of full forty Years ! VVhy, 
Endymion's was a Nap to it. VVell, *twas unhappy for 
me, that I ſhould wake this ſleeping Lion, and ſet him a 
roaring, that I can't take a Nod for him, Libertas pauperis 
bec eff, Theſe are my Preliminaries, and, I think, all 
very fair ones; theſe then being granted, let us ſee what 
Mr. Leeds has to ſay againſt me. I find his main Attack 
i againſt the Specimen, and againſt that part of it too, 
which is etal in the Commentaries, which is againſt 
the third Preliminary. For if Mr, Leeds thinks it an Ex- 
cule, that he might poſſibly ſee ſome Paults in his Bock after fu 
farty Tears time, which he might, poſſibly too, defign to 
amend, if the Book came to be printed again; ſure ö tha 


have actually amended in fo much leſs time, muſt be much 


more excuſable. But Mr. Leeds ſays, I know who'told m 
of theſe Errors, Well, that I do; and ſince I fee Mr. Leeds 


vill take it kindly, and not for an Abuſe, the VVorld 


ſhall know it too. VVherefore know all Men by theſe 
Preſents, That Mr. Edward Leeds, Maſter of Bury School, 
has contributed conſiderably to theſe Grammatical Commer 


taries, by diſcovering that Voſſus, and Stephens, and Deſs 


pauterius do not ſay that Thus never ſignifies the Tree, as 
| erroneouſly thought they did. That in the Citation out 
of Pliny, for the Gender of Acamoy, in which I, ta ſerve mm 
turn, (not having the Fear of God before my Eyes, ſuppoſe, 
bad wilfully aid? maliciouſly) !efr out Herbam (tho he agrees 
the Feminine Adhectiye rather reſpects Acano,; I fay, that 
he has diſcover d Herbam —_ t out. Thirdly, That 15 has 
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ſhewn me my Miſtake in ſaying, that Voſſius thought 4cu 
the Fiſh, to be Maſculine from that of Martial, 


Et ſatius tenues ducere credis acos. 


Fourthly, That he has diſcover'd a Correction in the Erra 


ol Voſſius, which I had not. Fifthly, That he has convinc{ 
me of a Miſtake in che word Sicanis, which I heedleſsly took 
do be both Maſculine and Feminine. As to what he pre 
tends about the word Azdon, it ſhall be anſwer'd here 


after, if Mr. Leeds infiſt upon it; and for four of the 


- the other five, I ſhall diſcount with him out of his Ani 


madverſions, which | think is fair Payment. Noy 
four of theſe fix are amended in the Commentaries, and 


for that Mr. Leeds calls them my new Commentaries; 


and for the other two, that ſtand there ſtill, repro- 
aches me too for not having mended them. This i 
habet & muſca ſplenem indeed. Of this Nature alſo is what 
be objects againſt the Title of the Specimen, where I ſay 
that Lilly's Grammar is in many things falſe, in moſt ob 


ſcure; which laſt word moſt, he ſays, I uſe meerly becauſe i 
begins with the ſame Letter as many, for that Lilly's Gran- 
mar % not in moſt things obſcure, tho it be ſo in ſeven, 


and that therefore I ſhou'd have ſaid ſome and ſeveral, which 
beginning both with the ſame Letter alſo, wou d have run 4 
well off from the Tongue as many, and molt, and have ben 
true alſo into the bargain. But this alſo was alter'd in the 
Commentaries, tho meerly for the Satisfaction of V Vrang- 
lers, and not at all becauſe it might not juſtly be ſaid tobe 
in mo#t things obſcure. For all the Latin part of it is obſcure 


to Beginners by its being Latin, beſide many other Ob- 


ſcuriries both in che Engliſh and Latin Part, not ments 
oned in theſe Commentaries, for fear of ſwelling them to: 
Bulk which might be juſtly exceptionable. But Mr. Lee: 
having given up the main Point, namely, that Lily's 


Grammar is faulty enough to be laid aſide, let him make 


the moſt of this Objection. Only I hope he will ſtay u 
ſee what I have to ſay of the remaining part, poſſibly that 


4er 
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may make up what he fancies to be wanting in this firſt 
part. But Mr. Leeds ſays, I am no Judge of Obſcurity, 
having condemn d a clear Definition of Grammar as obſcure ; 
namely, Grammatica eſt rectè loquendi atqʒ ſcribendi Ars, and 
Avanc'd an obſcure one in the room of it ; namely, Gram 
mar is the Art of expreſſing. the Relations of things in con- 
ſruction, according to the Cuſtom of thoſe whoſe Language we 


learn, with Orthography in writing, and due Accent in ſpeaking. 


This is a ſcurvy matter, I muſt needs ſay, and what, if 
ir be made out, will bring an Author to 4 true Meaſure of 
himſelf, as ſoon as. any thing I know again, or at leaſt 
give others his true Meaſure. Let us ſee therefore where 
this Charge r „„ ng 
I fay f Lilhy's Definition of Grammar, namely, Gram- 
matica eſt reciè loquendi atq; ſcribendi Ars (which is that of 
others alſo as well as his, is obſcure, becauſe firſt the word 
Refs is a word of very various Significarion, and when 
vin d with the words Loqui or Scribere, is found in an- 
other ſenſe, but never in that here intended, or which 
ought to have been intended. Now this certainly, if it 
be true, is a good Objection for the Reaſons given in the 
commentaries. VVhat ſays Mr. Lzeds then to the con- 
tary? VVhy Firſt, That Refe has but one Signification, 
and that which every Child almoſt knows; namely, well, 
rightly, or as, one ought. 8 Theſe are brave Boys indeed, I 
ſuppoſe he means his own, and lam ſorry L have not In- 
tereſt enough to beg them a Play-day. All the Dictiona- 


- 


ries that I have ſeen make a great deal to do about the va». 


rious Significations of the word Necte. Chifletius in his Edie 
tion of Calepine has ſixty Lines upon it; and if after all, 
the Boys have clear'd it never to {ignihe any thing but 
well, rightly, and as one ought, they deſerve Encourage- 
ment. But let us paſs from the Boys to the Maſter, and 
ſee what he knows in this matter, which will not appear to 
be at all equal to his Swaggering, at the winding up of 


| the bottom. For Rette, which he ſays has never any o- 


ther Signiſication than well, rigbel, and 4s one ought, has 
RP ER NY 22 1 olainly 
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plainly another, and that its primary Signification, in that 

place of Cicero, Nam fi omnes atomi declinabunt, nulla un 

quam cohereſcent : ſive alie declinabunt, aliz ſuo nu- 

tu ref ferentur, primum erit hoc quaſi provincias atomis da- 

re, que refte, que oblique ferantur : deinde, c. Fin. L. 1, 

p. 103. And from this primary Signification, that ſecon- 

dary one, which Mr. Leeds takes notice of, and which 
with ſo much Confidence he ſays to be the only one, is 
deduced, by comparing Duty to a right Line, and its 
contrary to Obliquity or Deviation from it, which is alſo 

common to other Languages. Now what an Expoſitor is 
this of the Signification of words, who takes the ſecondary 

for the ſole, without any notice of the Principal ! And as 

by this Tranſlation, it comes to fignibe Duty in general, or 

well, rightly, and as one ought,” as Mr. Leeds ſays, fo by 

a further Tranſlation, it is taken alſo for the particular 
Matter of that Duty. Thus when Pamphilus ſays of Davy, 
Andr. ac. 5. ſc. 4. Pater non rettè vinctus eſt, he means 

non juſiè vinctus eſt i. e. non juſtà cauſa, which is the more 
immediate, as well as the more fix d and determinate Sig- 
nification here, than Mr. Leeds well, rightly, and as one 
eugbe, all, or any of which, will give the fame room for 
Simo's Quibble in Engliſh, as Refe in Latin, namely, 
Haud ita juſſi, 1 e. That # none of my fault, I am ſure I bid 
them bind him well. So when Cicero ſays, Quoties mihi 
eertorum hominum poteſtas erit, quibus retiè dem, non præ- 
rermittam, by retiè is meant tutò, as the thing without which 

it could not be rightly done in thoſe dangerous times. An- 
other way by which this, and other words alſo, come to 
have different Significations, is by Equivalency, namely, 
when the Senſe is ſuch, that which ſo ever of the two 
words you uſe, tis all one in effect, as to the main Senſe. 
Thus in what I quoted out of Terence, Hee. ac. 3. ſc. 2. 80. 
Quid tu igitur lachrimas ? aut quid es tam triſts 7 Pa. Redi 
mater, Which Mr. Leeds will have to be as much as N. 
mones Mater; Tou ſay well Mother, or you adviſe well 3 1 
the Mother advis d well, then there was nothing for Pan- 
VVV 5 e | philus 


bil to grieve at, and it is all one as to the main of the 


1 

m. . if Nihil be . inſtead of Rette, as in that o- 
u- WW ther of the ſame Author, Eun. ac 2. ſc. 3. Rego num quid 
14. ::it. Rette, inquit, abeo. Where Donatus ſays, Refs pro 
1. bi; and yer here alſo it may be explain d by Ref#s en, 
n- Nie. nihil deeſt, ergo nibil aliud volo. Of the ſame kind 
ch s that of Suetonius, Vit. Veſp. convivabatur aſſidut ; nec un- 
is um niſi rette, & dapſilt. Where though rene may be 
in cxplain'd by ut decuit, with reſpect to ſome Cuſtom, yet 
fo iat is but remotely, and at large: its more immediate, and 

is WW particular fignification is luculenter, opiparè, ſumprurſe, as 
15 I zppears by dapfile which follows, and that remote ſignifica- 
2s ton muſt be explain'd by one of theſe, to make any thing 
or certain of it. So when Simo asks Ballio, Pſeud. Sc. Viſo 
y WM quid rerum, &c. what Eſendolus had ſaid, when he came 
ar WW to underſtand that he had fold the young Wench to the 


„ WM Soldier, after he had promiſed to ſtay while Calidorus cou'd 


1s WU raiſe Money to buy her, he ſays, 

£ Si. Quid ait? quid Narrat? quæſo quid dicit tibi? 
0 Bal. Nugas theutri, verba que in Comæd ii: 
I Solent le noni dici, quæ pueri ſciunt, Th 


„ Malum, & ſceleſtum, perjurum aitbat eſſo me. 18 
4 Si. Pol, haud mentitu'ſt. Bal. Ego haud iratus fu. 
i Nam quanti refert te nec refte dicere | 
Qui nihili faciat, quiq; inficias non rat. 


Vs, it is plain by this plate, and what paſbd berwixt 


them, Ae. T. Sc. 3. that Ballio means not by noc recti dicere, 


of him well, rigbely, and 45 they ought, but that they bad 
call'd him all to naught; as we ſay, which he com 

{fd to be ttue enough, but ſaid he ear 'd not for 3. 
And now if Mr. Leeds's Boys know ret to ſigniſie nothin, 
| more than well, rightly, and 45 one oughe, they know mpre 
than their Mafter : but then whatever may be id of My 


„hat callidorus and Pſeudblas had abus'd him, and not ſpoke 
) bad 


3 Dd | » 
| Led/'s reading, he muſt be on d to have the _ of 


= aw) 


Teaching. But Mr. Leeds has a Salvo for all this, 

that res loqui never ſignifies any thing, but to ſpeak as on 
ought, and what that is in particular, the difference ' of the 

* - matter and occaſion will diſcover. But this Objection I had 
obviated in the Commentaries, p. 3. where I fay, that the 
utmoſt that can be made out from the uſe of LarinAuthorsj, 
that the Term re#e loquendi ſignifies ſpeaking as one ought; 
but ſince here are ſeveral things which one ought 
to have regard to in pang. it will never appear from 
this Definition, which of theſe in particular is the Subject 
of Grammar. And has Mr. Leed: made out the contra. 
ry? Nothing like it. He ſays indeed that the difference 
of the matter, and the occaſion will diſcover it. Now where 
there is a Context to refer to, this may do ſomething, but 
will it do ſo in a Definition, where nothing precedes but 
the word Defin'd? For inſtance, in this Definition of 
Grammar, Grammatica eſt rectè loquendi atq; ſcribendi ar 
Grammatica is the only thing that precedes, and is ta be 
explain d by the Definition; and if that alſo will explain 
the Definition, tis a very grateful Age grown, and the 
Rule of one good turn requiring another, goes a great deal 
further than ever I thought of. But Mr. Leeds will not 
give it over ſo, for he ſays again, p. 5. But admit that ay 
word in the Definition of Grammar had more ſignifications than 
there it has, if that ſigniſication in the Definition be the miſt 
cobvious and common ſignification, the Definition is by no mean 
to be found fault with, or condemn'd as doubtful and obſcure. - 
But certainly an ambiguous Term muſt be very improper 
for a Definition, be the ſignification it there has, never ſo. 
obvious. For what is moſt obvious in it ſelf, is not therefore ſo 
to all Readers, ſome of which may have happened to have 
ſeen it oftener in its more uncommon ſignification, which will 
be therefore more obvious to them. And even of them that 
know its moſt common Uſe, ſome may not have that always 
- uppermoſt, or may be induc'd by ſomething or other to 
pitch upon the leſs obvious Uſe of it. I ſhould: think 
therefore, that a Term of one particular ſignification, when 
it can be had, would do much better in a Definition, — 
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that this liberty of defining by ambiguous Terms, or Words 
of ſeveral ſignifications, were rnever allowable, but when, 
as Mr. Leeds ſhould have worded his Aphoriſm, the want 
of plainer Terms makes it neceflary. But having no judg- 
ment of my own, I muſt leave it to him. Let us now ſee how 
this Rule, if granted, is applicable to the matter in hand. 
Ree loqui, ſays Mr. Leeds, ſignifies to ſpeak as one ought, 
but then this is a general ſignification, and has ſeveral 
particulars under it of very different intentions, and 
Grammar treats but of one of theſe particulars, namely the 
expreſſing the Relations of things. Now let Mr. Leeds ſhew 
me any one Paſſage out of any Author, where rectè loqui is 
usd in this Senſe, and I promiſe him, what he has no rea- 
ſon to expect, that I will not inſiſt upon his proving that 
to be its moſt obvious ſignification. But he has another 
fetch after all, he ſays the young Spark that goes to School c 

learn what Grammar , never read any of theſe Authors, in 


vbich theſe words, Viz. rectè loqui, are ſaid by Mr. Johnſon 


fo to be uſed, viz. otherwiſe than in the Definition of Gram: 
mar, and has no occaſion from thence to doubt of the ſignifica= 
tion of any of theſe words in the Definition of Grammar. Well, 
[ had always thought that a Definition was to inſtruct Peo- 
ple, but Mr. Leeds has convinc'd me that tis only to im- 
poſe upon them, and that the young Spark comes to School 
only to be put upon by the old One, and for that this De- 
fin ition may be very proper; but then any one would have 
done as well. For the young Spark knows no Latin, and 
you may perſuade him for a while to what you will, and 
cannot underſtand upon theſe Terms why M. Leeds fhou'd 


concern himſelf to defend, or oppoſe any Definition. If this 


be the Caſe, the French Chirurgeon's is as good as the 
beſt, Chirurgery Mi a quick, and intrepid motion of the Hand 
to ſome convenient intent. If there be any difference be- 


twen theſe two Definitions, that of Grammar, which Mr. 


Leeds ſtands for, and this of Chirurgery, by the Frenchman, 
this latter has rather the Advantage. The Subject of each 
Definition is a certain particular, the Specifick difference 

= in 


1 72 3 


_ 4s ſomething nearer the matter than Mr. Leeds's rend % 
1 li, a meer General. And if Grammatica will diſco»! 
ver what Particular of the General is meant by rette loques 
di, Chirurgery will equally determine the individuum vs 
gum, ſome convenient intents And yet I fancy the 
Definition would fit the buſineſs of a Pickpocket or up: 
ler, as well as that of a Chirurgeon, for they allo haye MI 
need of 4 quick and intrepid mation of the hand, and that, 
in their Opinion, to ſome convenient intent. 
But Mr. Leeds ſays, p. 3, 6. that I advance a worſe in f 
( 
[ 


the room of it. Well, if it be fo, it muſt be ſtark naught 
I confeſs. Now my Definition is this, Grammar is the Art 


of expreſſing the Relation of things in ConſtruRtion with Orth 
graphy in Writing, and due Accent in Speaking, according to 8 
the Cuſtom of thoſe whoſe Language we learn. Againſt 5 1 
Mr. Leeds has ſeveral notable fetches. And firſt he ſays, that l 
mm Definition has one and Thirty words in it, if he tells right, : 


And Lilly's but ſeven, and therefore he ſays Lilly's 5s thr 
ſhorter Definition. Now I do not at all doubt but Mr. Leed: f. 
can tell one and Thirty as well as another Man, and that dt 
Lilly's Definition in number of words, is ſhorter than mine. 
But then it is ſhort alſo of the thing Defin'd, and ler Mr. 
Leeds make his beſt of that ſhortneſs. Is there any thing 
in my Definition more than Grammar conſiſts of ? Does 
Mr. Leeds pretend there is? No ſuch matter; what then? 
Why it has one and Thirty words, and Lily's but ſeyen, 
But if mine defines Grammar, and Lily's does not, mine 
is the ſhorter Definition for all that. There are indeed in 
mine nine words which might in ſtrictneſs be left out, 
namely, with Orthography in Writing, and due Accent i» 
Speaking, becauſe the cuſtom of thoſe whoſe Language we learn 
implies all that : But fince ſome might not have thought 
it fal enough without them, I choſe to add them for ex 
planation ſake. And if Mr. Leeds will be ſo good naturd 
once in his Life to excuſe me for that, he has his liberty in 
return to quarrel the reſt, provided he don't deal by me, 
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FT Merry Author lays the Spartans did by one of OEM 


Countrymen, that had the misfortune to uſe three wards 7; 


when two wou'd have done, condemn me to. read over 
Guicciardins Hiſtoerx. | 
The next thing Mr. Leeds cavils at, is the obſcurity of 
my Definition; and this he thinks is fo ridiculous, that 
having repeated part of it, namely, Grammar is the Art 
of ext reſſing the Relations of things in Conſtruction, he ſays, 


| bald Reader, don't laugh, but read on. Now what fort of 


Readers Mr. Leeds expects, he knows beſt, and how ſub- 
ect they may be to laugh, as well as bimſelf; but what 
ſo great occaſion is here for laughing? Do not Men in the 
Conſtruction of Propoſitions in their Minds, apprehend 
things under certain Relations one to another? And is 
Speech any thing elſe bur the outward.exprefiion of theſe 
inward apprehenſions? And is-not the means for doing 
this, the cuſtom of thoſe whoſe Language we ſpeak ? If 
this be not the buſineſs. of Grammar, let Mr. Lezds fay 
what it is. If it be, let him find out plainer Terms to ex- 
preſs it by. I cannot but think that one of theſe two was 
his Buſineſs here; and to be ſo merrily diſpos d without 
doing either, ſhews ſuch a forwardneſs to laugh without 
a Jeſt; as Men of fo much Wit as Mr.Letds'-are ſeldom = 
given to. But the Gentleman was upon his Mettle, and 
who can help what will away? Expreſſion, Relation,. Ac- 
cent, Orthography, are Engliſh words, he ſays, indeed, but 
ſome of them as hard to be underſtood as any in thut Definiti» 
on, which, Mr. Johnſon miſtikas. But if all of them are not 
ſo hard, why are they all nam d? And ſinoe he ſays ſome 
of them are ſo hard, why does be not ſay which thoſe 
ſeme are ? Expreſſing lute is no ſuch chard word, and Rela» 
tion, though it may be unknon to Children in that Senſe, 
yet it is frequently ſo us d. and may be explain'd to them 
by Examples ont af Weiters, and men ire, which of 
his rette log uendi can naven be done. And as for Accent 
and Orchography, I cannot underſtand how they are harder 
in the De eee than * 
; — _—  =- 


Tm? 


where they ire both us d, and where Mr. Leeds treats d 
them both, without any exception to the hardneſs of the 

Terms, Surely this Gentleman muſt have ſome ſtrang 
Privilege that no body knows of, who can ſo often, with 
ſo much Confidence, aſſume a Liberty to himſelf which he 
denies to others. 1 know no other Reaſon for this, but tha 


| 

| 

| 

| 

= of the Poer, ” | 
Te nunc, delicias . extra communia cenſes | 
Ponendum, quia tu gallinæ filius all, 
Nos viles pulli nati in felicibus ous. . 
But Mr. Leeds thinks he comes over me at leaſt, hen be 
ſhews the word Art in my Definition to have as many ſg. ; 
nifications as rectè loquendi. And to make all ſure, be 
tells us what a many ſorts of Arts there are, viz. the 4: | 


| of Brewing, the Art of Baking, the Art of Building, the 4r 


of Painting, the Art of Printing ; the Blacks mith's Art, and 
the Goldſmith's Art; the Taylor's Art, and the Shoemaker; n 
Art, and 4 great many other Arts beſides. No doubt of i , 
Mr. Leeds has obſery'd a great deal in his time, to have al 1 
theſe Arts fo ready at his Fingers ends, and the World : r 
as much beholden to him for the Diſcovery, as he ſays it is u ;; 
me for uſing this word Art, in my new Difinition of Grammar, d 
which the Author of the common Grammar had us'd before m. 
But I wonder amongſt all theſe he ſhould not have thougi I g 
of the Ave of Fooling, and given us at leaſt an Exampi iſ 1 
of it, if not a place in his Diviſion of Arts: For this 3 N U 
certainly Fooling without Art. The Genus in a Definit- I ;, 
on is always a General word, and therefore the word in n 
does very well in that place. But the Specifick diſe I , 
rence, which rette loquend; in the Definition of Lih MW ih 
and others, muſt be ſuppoſed to repreſent, ought ſurely I d 
to be ſignified by a Term of a Specifick Signification, 1 g 
Language will allow it; and if not, by one which is 1 N 
leaſt ſometimes us d in the particular Signification of ſuc I ſt 
Specifick Difference, But to imagine, that becauſe the 0 
5 1 - Geng 


5 (35) 
Genus in a Definition may be properly repreſented by a! 
General Term, therefore the Specitck — ak be 
ſo too, is a Notion, I believe, that never came into the! 
head of any Man living, but Mr. Lee; and of all the 
odd objections that ever were made, ſince ſquabling came 
up, this of Mr. Leeds, to ſay the leaſt of it, is the moſt: 
ſurpriſing. Whatever I might bave done with my Rhe- 
torick, and my Geography, which Mr. Leeds twits me.with,, 
cannot but fancy, he had as good have kept his Logick to 
himſelf, However, the Riddle is out now, why Mr. Leeds. 
thinks Boys muſt needs go to the Univerſity to learn Logicks. 
His parting blow here is about the word Things in my De- 
hnition, Grammar is the Art ef expreſſing the Relation of Things. 
in Conſtruction; where by Things, he ſays, he cannot but think 
| mean Words, and then he has a notable deſcant, and extreme» 
yedifying about the different uſe of Words and Things in com- 
non acceptation, and ſays, no body that be knows of ſars Things + 
when he means Words, except Mr. Johnſon, But it is plain Mr. 
Leeds has heard of many things of late, that he never heard. 
or thought of before, which are very true for all that: But to 
deal plainly with him, I mean Things, and not Words, My 
reaſon is, becauſe the Relation of Words in Conſtruction 15 but 
the ſecondary end of Grammar, the Relation of Things is | 
the Principal, and that which the Relation of Words is fub= 
ſervient to, and repreſentative of. And let Mr. Leeds 
make his beſt; on'r, that I choſe to Define rather by 
the main, than the ſubſervient end. He ſays indeed, 
that he never heard of things in Conſtruction, but in the 
building of a Wall, or ſuch' like, but I ſuppoſe that does 
not binder, but others may. Mr, Leeds does not appear 
yet to be ſuch a Standard of Reaſon, that nothing can be, 
that he has not heard of. Certainly there goes a Conſtru- . 
Qion of Things in the Mind, before that of Words in Lan- 
guage, with all ſuch as think before they ſpeak ; and th 
Mr. Leeds, has bid fair by bis looſe arguing, for an In- 


| ſtance of the contrary, yet I ſuppoſe even that coſt him 


lome Forethought, or previous Conſtruction of Things in his 
FFF 


_=_ 7 
Mind, before it came to this Conſtruct ion of Words, or elſe 

| we ſhould have heard of him in leſs than three Years time. 
But if there were no ſuch matter as this Conſtruction of Things, 
yet the Relation of Things may be the principal Matter in 
the Conſtruction of Words ; and if it be not, I deſire Mr, 
Leeds to tell me what it is. N 1 
His next Fling is, at my Definition of a Subſtantive, 
viz. A Subſtantive ij the name of a Thing which may ſubfit 
' by it ſelf in the Underſtanding, ſo as to become the Sulject if 
Piredication. And here the Objection is, that by the Sub- 
jet of Predication, may be underſtood a Preachers Text, and 
Mr. Leeds is grievouſly afraid the Boys will take it ſo, 
becauſe they have not been at the Univerſity to learn Logich, 
and they have a Logical ſignification in my Definition. Well, 
but cannot Mr. Leeds prevent, or ſet right this Miſtake ? 
The words have certainly the ſignification which I here 
intend them; and tho” that be a Logical ſignification, can- 
not a Boy learn ſo much Logick before he goes to the U- 
niverſity? I could tell Mr. Leeds ſome inſtances of this, 
where theſe two Birds have been kill'd with one Stone, 
namely, where Boys have learned L.ogick along with their 


Grammar, ſo much of it, that is, as has heen requiſite for | 


the underſtanding of Grammar. And I would: fain know 
of Mr. Leeds, where the harm of all this is? Logick is no- 
thing but the Art of Reaſoningʒ and Grammar is the Art of 

Expreſſing that Reaſoning. Now what ſo proper, as to have 

the ſame common Terms between things ſo near allied, as 
the thing ſignified, and the thing ſignifying ? If it be the Bu- 
ſineſs of Grammar to repreſent the Relations of things, thoſe 
Relations muſt have ſome Terms to fignifie them, And 


ſince theſe are already ſettled in Logick, which Boys that are 


made Scholars mu? learn, and are not harder to explain 
to them who "ths; ſo far, than many other Grammar 
Terms; ſure they muſt be preferable ſor this Neaſon, 28 


carrying the School. boy through good part of his Logic; 
before he ſees tiny ſuch thing as the Syſtem oſ it. — nin 
| had dach an Objection as this flung in his Diſh 48 ap- 
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„ 85 
rears Where he ſays, A, iſta, inquis, 4'Phileſophis ſumis, to 
which he anſwers, Metuebam ne à lenonibus diceres The next 
time Mr, Leeds writes upon this Head, let him anſwer what 


that too much, let him at leaſt anſwer what he may find 
in the Commentaries to back this Definition, which I can- 
not imagine, why he ſhou'd have left altogether uneonſfis* 
dered, unleſs he has as great an Averſion for Logick in 
Reaſoning, as in Grammar. And. if it be fo, I cannot 
much wonder at it; for Mr. Hobbs has obſerv'd, tbat 
when Reaſon is againſt a Man, a Man will be againft Rea- 
ſon, However, I do not pretend any Neceſſity of teach 
ing theſe Definitions to meer Children, nor do I practiſe 
it my ſelf ; a practical Deſcription of things may ſerve te 
turn for a while, but when. Reaſon comes on, as id does. 
2 long while before Boys go. to the Univerhty ,.., why. 
they ſhould not know all that is to be known, I beliee 
very few can give a Reaſon, beſide Mr. Leeds, nor he ay 
better, than what he here gives uin. 
define an Adjective to be 2 word added to a Sultans 
tive, to declare. ſome additional Accident of. the Sulſſtantius 
taken by it Self, as of Quality, Property,  Rebation, Action, 
Paſſion, or manner of being , and I there give the belt Rea» 
ſon | cou'd:think:of, why 1 ſo define it. And does Mr. 
Leeds ſay any thing againſt that? Not a Word Only ad) 
ditional Accident are hard words, he fays,| and Quantity! 18 
left aut, not defignedly,, be: ſuppoſes, andi mer pu in: 
without any Reaſon, and the old Quarrel about Logical 
em he renews again. Well, Quansity lcantelt, was 
not left out with any Deſign, but Propanty was deſign- 
edly put in, and I know. not how the Poſſeſſives Meus, 
Tuus, 5. 8 Se. wou'd have boo 3 
it. As for his Objection againſt Lagirab Tem, I have 
inſwer d it already, for the Reader's Satisfaction; but I, 


cn 


have anöchtt Anſwer for Mr; Leeds, namelys tat aften 


al tha Our cry againſt Logick, how cleat/ſo euer h 
keeps from it in his Arguments here, yet in his Voſſice; 
N | e | N 


Contra- 


that Author ſays further upon this Matter: or if he thinle 


- (38). 
 ContraFus, for the ue of his Boys, be S thy 
Dirt, as I am in the Mire, for this intolerable Logick is 
to be found there too. And, tho? I ſuppoſe, few, or none, 
who are curious in theſe Marters, will be without ſuch 
a ſure Guide as Mr, Leeds's Book, yet, to ſave the Res. 
der the trouble of turning, I will cite him the Paſſage. 
Tis his Note upon Quum duo Subſtantiva, Cc. p. 126. 
Paoſterius autem hers Segnificat, vel materiam; totum; par- 
tem; - ſubjeftum ; adj unctum, cauſam efficientem, finalem; 
ebjeflum;, correlatum ; poſſeſſorem ; tempus ; locum; 4 
tum. Now what are all theſe, but Logical Terms, many 
of them ſurely as hard to be underſtood, as any he charges 
upon my Definitions; and Subjeftum, one of them, which 
| he finds fault with in my Definition of a Subſtantive? 
And yet of this Definition of an AdjeCtive, he fays, Ie doth 
not ſeem poſſible ever to be underſtood by any one, that bath nat 
firſt learn d Lagick; 4 prepeſterous way of teaching, firſt Lo 
gicks and then next Grammar; ſo that a young Man miſt 
go firſt to the Univerſity to ſee what the Predicaments are, and 
then come to 4 Grammar School to learn Mr. Johnſon's Def 
nition of an Adjeftive. Well, and by this Rule ſo he muſt 
alſo, to know which mult. be the Genitive Caſe of the 
two Subſtantives. Surely after all this, ſuch an Outcry 
againſt 2 Practice i in ons which he uſes himſelf, i is 
uch a of Confidence, or Supineneſs, as is hard)y 
to be met with, but in Mr. Leeds, and as monſtrous every 
whit, as that which flung the Poet into that Rapture, 


O procerer, cenſort opus eft, an aruſpice nobis! 
Scilicet horreres, majoraq; monſtra putares, 
Si mulier vitulum, vel fi bos ederet Ry 
1. / DIL sic Wan DL 
24 define: Gender to be 40 Inclination 9. a abk. to 
hs er more Terminations in the: ſame Caſe of its A 
And upon this Mr. Leeds is as merry as the 
Gays, p. 8. Nom if the Caſe ſhould. be put thus, Reddle ms, 
ect this. What 1 that which. is the Inclinatian ef . 
* 5 Sulfan 


Subſtantive to one, or more Terminations in the ſame Caſe. ef 


Grammar, concerning Gerunds, 


9) - 


it: Adjeftive? A Man might gueſs twenty times, before 
he ſaid that which Mr. Johnſon won d have him. . Well, 


I confeſs this is a very good Jeſt, and a ſheer new one. 


But the Miſchief of it is, Mr. Leeds miſtakes the whole 
Matter. I am not there defining of Gender, as it ſigni- 
ſies Sex, but as a Quality in a Subſtantive, which requires 
an Agreement in its Adjective, which for the Reaſons 
there given, I call, for Diſtinction, its Grammatical Gen- 


der. And I wou'd be glad to learn of Mr. Leeds, why a 


Subſtantive may not be ſaid to be of this or that Genus or 
Gender in that reſpect, as well as Verbs in reſpect of 


Action, Paſſion, Ec. I have given the beſt Reaſons: I 


cou'd think of, in the Commentaries for this State of the 
Matter, but it is below a Man of Mr. Leeds's Figure, to 
conſider any Body's Reaſons but his own. But he ſays, 
I have not the Faculty of ſpeaking plain; I hope, how- 
ever in this others may happen to underſtand me, tho 
Mr. Leeds don't, and for this, I refer the Reader this - 
„„ [4 Ten 25 


His next Charge is, that, whereas I tax Lilly of Super- 


fluities, I have yet more of them than Ll/y himſelf, I 
he means, the Book is larger, I grant it, but then it is in 


order to have it ſhorter than Lilly, at leaſt matter for 


matter, when it comes to be abridg d. And this I have 
faid as plain as I can ſpeak, and anſwer d this Charge in 
general, in the Preface to the Schoolmaſt ers, and Engliſh 
Reader, and know of no Obligation I bave to Mr. Leeds 
to repeat it here. Well, but what are the Particulars 
which Mr. Leeds excepts againſt in this reſpect? Why, 
he ſays, that he accounts for Superfluities, among the reſt, 
my affirming and endeavauring 0 prove the Infinitive | 
Mood to be a Noun, and. Gerunds ' and Supines, . te. be 
the ſame. But does not Gerard Voſſius do the ſame? Nay 


£ * 1 


does not Mr. Leeds the fame himſelf from Gerard Voſſins 15 


Each: the. yery lame, p. 105. For, upon that of the 
utrum ed verba, an ad pat 


ticipia 


r 
 ticipia propiùs pertineant, &c. his Note is an 


prove this Impertinence he here charges upon me; name) 


that Grerunds are Nouns. Again, p. 165. he repfe. 
ſents Voſſius s Opinion and Arguments in ten Lines, ſor 


the proving of Supines to be Nouns. We have ſeen be. 
fore, how Mr. Leeds has ſet up for Lord of the Manngr, 
© for canvaſing and taxing the Errors of great Men, and 
kept that Game for his own hunting; but now he extends 
his Royalty to Logical Terms, and to Gerunds and gu- 
- pines, they are all within the Lordſhip, Royal Game all 
and no Body muſt ſo much as put up but himiſelf. And 
is not this now in his own Language, 4 He- Mr. Led: 
But after all his brave alls, I fancy when he writes again, 
if he rakes care to read, and at laſt to examine his own 


Boobs, fo as not to expoſe himſelf in this manner, many 


People will think he makes as great a Figure. Mr. Led: 
complains, I take him for a meer Animal, but ſure his 
ſleeping forty Years together, and then waking no longer 
ven he's jogg d, than juſt to mend the miſplacing of. thme 
words, as appears by p. 30 and ſo to ſleep again, looks 


like a little Animal, which I ſuppoſe Mr. Leeds knows, 


whatever I take him for. | 7 7 * 
Pag. 1 10. he charges me thus. The next thing Mr. John- 
ſon has not done ſo well in, is in the ſame page; it in ven 
ſtrange thing, I do not know well what to call it: Ha, Thr 
lieve, if he ſaw it in another Man, wou'd call it 4  Blunder, 
He ſeems to approve of what Voſſtus bas deliver d concerning 


Names of the Maſculine Gender, and that becauſe be 


- ſed'the word Mares, which comprebends the Males of Brute, 
4, well as 'thoſe of Mankind: and yet, (s it poſſible) abe ſame 
Mr. Richard Johnſon blames Lilly for omitting the Proper 
Names of Brutes, when he uſes the ſame word 10 comprehend 
them, that Voſſius did: Propria que Maribus; Maribuis, 

Iny, Maribus eribuuntur, Maſeuls dicas, And p. 11. No 
z there any omiſſion. in Lilly Grammar, a Mr. ſJohmſon 
Jos there is, of telling Children of what Gender che Names if 


Mares 
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 Poſſur's Opinion, and is made up of eleven L. ines, all 1 
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Mares and Bitches are. For that is plainly and evidently 
in the firſt Line of the Rule next following, being join d to 


part of the ſecond : Propria Feminium referentia Nomina Sex- 


um, Femineo generi tribuuntur. But ſince Voſſius declares 
bas Rule to be general, and to hold throughout, and Lali 


joins ſeveral particular Inſtances to each of his Rules, 


' which by the common manner of Conſtruction in ſuch 
Caſes, may be underſtood as a Limitation of their Gene- 


rality to thoſe ſeveral Particulars ; I can ſee no Blunder 
in preferring Vogius's wording himſelf, to that of Lilly, 
and even to charge this latter of not giving expreſs Dire- 
Qion in this Caſe. las nap ad peg 


Pag. 11, and 12. he has two notable Rebukes for me. 
I fay upon the word Canopus, that I know of no body, 


that has obſerv'd it to be Maſculige, before me, Upon 


it had been more ſeemly to have ſtay'd till ſome body elſe 
had faid ſo. This is a very grave Rebuke ; but let us ſee 
how this Roſe of Modeſty behaves himſelf under like Temp- 


| tation, and if you do not find him as meen Fleſh and 


Blood, as poor Mr. Johnſon, I am much miſtaken. I might 


quote ſeveral Paſſages for this, but I ſhall content my ſelf 


upon the Virgin Modeſty 


with one, not to bear too hard 


of a baſhful Author. It is in his Preface to his Merbodwas 


Grecam linguam docendi, Si boc videtur parum, dicam atiquill 
arplius, ſed tibi ſoli, vir bones qui ſagaciore es naſes id 
ſeorſim & in nurem. In hoc libello, uc ut exiguus eſt, invenies 
nomulla, que fruſtra fortaſſe alibi quæres; nec ad puerum 
in Greca Lingua inſtituendum dęſiderabis ſuiequam, quod tt 
pigebie deſiderare, aut fi pigebit, quod non, in quidlsber 104 


| co venalis, quilibet libellus abunde tibi ſuppeditabit. Now. ; 


according to Mr, Leeds's Conſtruction, here is a Brag of 


ſeveral Diſcoveries together, and I know not bow he wilt 


come off, but by ſaying, that vain Glory is a Trade: 
where the Wholeſale-man is more (creditable than the Re- 
tailer. This is a Hopper indeed, he ſays, but then tis to 
2 Man of a more ſagacions * ordinary, and as 


s 


> 
(42) 
picl out ſuch a one to brag to, is ſtill greater bragging, 
and ſmells ſo ſtrong of Vanity, if all things of this kind 
muſt needs be from Vanity, that a Man of no v 
cious Noſe may eaſily ſmell it out, and I believe Mr. Lee, 
cannot but be ſenſible, that a printed Whiſper is no ſuch 
. Secret. | think I may fafely leave it with the Res. 
er, Which Expreſſion, his or mine, has the greateſt Ai 
of Vanity. But he ſays, after all, I am not the firf 
* Diſcoverer, for Ferrarius and Stephens had diſcover'd i 
before me. Well, at laſt then we have a late Diſcovery 
of Mr. Leeds's making. But where was this Diſcovery 
when he wrote his Voſſius Contractus? There is never x 
word of it in that. He had not diſcover'd it then at that C 
time, nor do I find he had taken any Note of it in his in- 
terleavd Book, which is his come off about Nd icorar. 
The Diſcovery, in all likelihood, has been ſince the coming 
out of the Commentaries, or at the moſt, of the Specimen, 
and then he is beholden to me, and a certain Gentleman, 
the firſt Letter of whoſe Name, is Spirit of Contradiftim L 
for this Diſcovery. But for all appears yer, I am the firſt MW 
that diſcover'd the Uſe of it in the Feminine, out of Sol: 
nus, for I do not find his Dictionaries have any thing of i. 
And if that be a proud word, Mr. Leeds for me ſhall be 
the only Author without Diſcoveries. But he fays, 1 © 
I meant no more, than that I did not know of any body 
that had obſerv'd it before me, even that is too much, and 
an Inſtance of that in my own Book, which I condemn in 
Lillys, namely, — And again, upon the word 
Pontus, he ſays my taking notice that he had not done I 
Voſſus juſtice, in leaving out his Obſervation of the ſole I Fe 
Maſculine Uſe of this word, more than needs, and there the 
fore Reader tally on this other Addition as another unneceſſar) Ne 
thing to be obſervꝰd in Mr. Johnſon's new Grammatical Con- © 
mentaries. And now, Reader, let me but have the ſame IM ba 
| Allowance of dealing by Mr. Leeds's Voſſus Contratti, tha 
which yet was deſign d, ſolely, or mainly, for the Ute of 4. 
Schoolboys, which he does with my Commencarics, which if V 
NIN | ' | were 


£% * 


were deſign d to ſatisfie the Nation of the Neceſſity of a 

new Grammar, and the Care that had been taken in lay in gs” 

the Foundation of it; give me, I ſay, but the ſame Al- 

lowance, and it wou'd be no hard matter to make a Le- 

tius Contractus out of his Voſſius Contractus. But how 

comes he off with his leaving out Voſſius's Obſervation-up- 

on Pontus, and the Injuſtice he does him in it? Why, to 

a Miracle! he iays, all that may be, for ought be: knows, bus 

my taking notice of it was more- than needed, Well, I con- 

fs J never thought of this, I think 1 muſt beg Mr. 

Lieds's Pardon. ir Ei 4 e ni bod 
Pag. 12, 13, 14. he battles me again upon the Ac- 

count I give of the words Marathon, Trapezus and ion. 


Et inutile ferram  _ | * 
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I ſay, Marathon is found in the Maſculi.e in Sta-. 
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Hic & ab aſſerto nuper Marat hone ſuperbumm 
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Or at leaſt in that of the ſame Author. 
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Et nondum Eoo calrum Marathona ti in mpbe. 
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But Mr. Leeds ſays, it may be. Neuter in both places, 
| fay, if it had been Neuter in this laſt, it is not likely the | Y 
Poet wou'd have ſaid Marathona, but Marathon. For that is 
the Rule in Neuters, that the Accuſative be ite fame with 
Nominative. Now what ſays, Mr, Leeds to this? Why 
that Trapegunta is the Acculative of Trapezus, and yet [ 
have endeavour d to prove Trapeʒus to be Neuter from 
that of Pliny, Item Philocalia, ed Liviopol , & A., Phar- 
nace M. Paſſuum Trapezus liberum, vaſto monte e 
Whether Trapezus be Neuter 5 no, ſhall be conſider d by, 

LE | 2 es an 


; (@). 
and by, in the mean time, there is no ſuch Neceſſity of 
ſuppoling Marathona to be Neuter here, Um in the 
Accuſative, being both Maſculine and Neuter, whereas 
Um in the Nominative is Neuter only. And therefore 
here is no Neceſſity of ſuppoſing a Breach of the general 
Rule in the Declenſion of Neuters. But Mr. Leeds fays, 
it muſt be Neuter, rather than Maſculine ; foraſmuch as 

there 1 no common Name of the Maſculine Gender for the Ad. 
jeAive to be refer d to: and there is Opidum for the Neuter, 
as every body knows. But how does Mr. Leeds know that 
every body knows this ? He himſelf has never faid any 
thing of it till now, whatever he knew. And how will 
it follow that it can't be the Maſculine Gender, becauſe 
there is no common Name of that Gender for it to be re- 
fer d to? Do the Names of Cities always follow the Gen- 
der of the Common Nouns, Urbs, or Oppidum? What 
account then will he give of the Maſculines, Agragas, Hip- 
pv, Narbo, Sulmo, Taras, &c. Now if Names of Cities may 
be Maſculine, either with reſpect to their Termination, or 
the Name of ſome Man from whom they are called, or 

WH ſome other reaſon unknown to us, why may not Marc 

1 thon be one of theſe? And where is the conſequence that 

| . it cannot be Maſculine, becauſe there is no common Name 

for City of the Maſculine ? but he ſays I make it Maſ- 
culine only, whereas it is Feminine alſo in that of Ovid, 
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Now ſurely 1 have the worſt luck of any Man living, for 

I quote this very Paſſage to prove it to be Feminine alſo, 

p. 21. and yet this mighty Diſputant charges me with 
faying nothing of it. The account I give of the word 
Trapezus is, that it is Maſculine by Termination, and yet 
found Neuter in Conſtruction in Plim, as by the Paſlage 
above cited, To this Mr. Leeds fays it is neither Mai- 
culine, nor Neuter, and that I have proy'd neither, Well, 
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this is a bad matter, to aſſert two things and prove nei- 
ther of them » and though I have fo great an Authority foe: 
it, and a great deal more, as that of Mr. Leeds, who has 

d never a one of his Aſſertions hitherto, yet | being 
2 little Man, and fo to expect none of that Privilege, 
ſhall wave it at preſent, and ſtand upon my Defence. 
He fays, as for the Maſculine Gender, | bring no Proof 
from Voſſius, of its being fo uſed. Well, I confels I da 


not, But what then? Is parity of Reaſon of no force in 


Grammar, where Authority of Example cannot be had ? 
Can Grammar ever attain its end, namely, of giving 
general Rules for all the neceſſary aceaſions of f 


without this allowance? *T'is requiſite to know the Sen- 


der of theſe Nouns for them who are to write, or ſpeak 


of theſe Places, or at leaſt it may be requiſite when E- 


pithers are to be added to them: And then can any thing 
be ſo reaſonable (where there is no. expreſs 3 As, 
to ſuppoſe them to be of that Gender, which other Nouns 


of like Fan We like Termination, and like 


Declenſion, are of? But Mr Leeds fays Fcrrarius has put it 


. down for a Feminine, and cited the Authority of one Hon- 


terus for it. But then Mr. Leeds alſo: confeffes that he 
was but a hobling Poet, if fo, the anfwer is as hobling 
25 the Poetry every whit. Wherefore leaving the Poet 


Cic. Selinunte recepto in Liv. Spaiſit Phycurta meritum c. 
us rapings in Luc. as by Commentaries, p. 23. that T- 


pexu may be uſed in the Maſculine alſo, as by Termina- 


ton, tho” with reſpect to Vrbu, or Oppidum, ag well as os, 


ther Names of Cities, it may: be allawable ta joyn with is 


a Feminine, or Neuter Adjective, And this Voſſus tells uß 


was both his own, and the common Opinion of Grams 
marians. What then is become of this Autbor's Reverence 


or legen Grand? He i nos fa great od, but Ms, 


and the Logician to hobble together, | ſhall ratber con- 
clude with Veſſus, that, ſince the Termination 4s in Greek, 
| Nouns, as theſe Names of Cities are, is Maſculine, and we. 


find Peſſinuntem ipſum, Peſſinuntem violatum, ſpeliatum, in, 
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be Mr. Leed: 


_ the Caſe, Why he 
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Yn 
Leeds can make bold with him, if there be no other way 
to have his fling at me) And now, Reader, woud'ſt thou 

ever have believ'd that this very Mr. Leeds had faid the 
fame thing himſelf after Vogius, which he here charges up. 


on me? and yet it is even ſo, for Vi. Contract. p. 21, 


thus he ſays, Sed in dt, que Græcè exeunt in eus, & ex un 
contratta ſunt; ut Daphnus, Peſſinkes, Amathus, Trapezis, 
Opus, -Hydrus, Phlius, &c. facientia gen. per untos rations 


terminationis, ſunt Maſculina, Cic. in Orat. de Aruſp. reſp, 


Peſſinuntem ipſum vaſtars, Ovidius tamen, Gravidam Ama- 
thunta metallis. Sed hoc nab iniverey, You ſee, Reader, 


the World rubs as it did of old, 


Committunt eadem diverſo crimina fato, 
The crucem pretium ſceleris tulit, hic diadema. 
For the fame thing this Man is made a Fool, 
That has his Pack of Hounds, and Bury School. 


I warrant it ſhall be a warning to me, as long as I live, 
how I ever write after Mr. Leeds again. Well, but it may 
hls chang'd his mind, and theſe Animadver- 
fions are to be und d to be upon his own Book, as 
well as upon mine. Let us ſee therefore what Argument 
he brings for this change of Opinion, ſuppoſing that to be 
55 if my Rule be g . 

Proper: from Commons Gender take, . 


neither this nor Marathon can ever be Maſculine, becauſe 
there is no Common Noun of that Gender for the Ade- 
ctive to be refer'd to. This had been a home thruſt in- 
deed upon me, if I had given that Rule as holding Uni- 
verſally, but when I make ſeveral Exceptions to it, and 


particularly in the Names of Cities, which I ſay rather 


take the Gender of the Termination, than that of Urb:, 
&c. to argue from the Rule in this manner, ſhews ſuch a 


want, either of Senſe, or Shame, as is hardly to be met 


with in a Man of Letters. At this rate Mr. Leeds may 
well proteſt againſt the mingling of Logick with Gram. 


mar, ſince his kill in Grammar is in danger to 8 
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little above, that he twitted me for not being the Diſco- 


verer that Canopus was Maſculine, others had diſcover ir 
before me. And now after all it ſeems there can be no 
ſuch thing, as the Name of a City in the Maſculine Gen- 
der. A ferle before, in the word Marathon, he c 

me with not ſaying what I really do ſay, and here he 
charges me with ſaying what he himſelf ſays. Now what 
ſhall a Man do with ſuch an Adverſary, that will needs be 


writing, and when his own Book and mine are the only 


things in Controverſy, will not read, or not mind, either 
one, or Yother ? Well, but he is ſure it is not Neuter, and 
my Quotation out of Plim will not prove it, he ſays. Now 


my Quotation is Trapexus liberum, vaſto monte clauſum, and 


if that do not prove Trapezus to be Neuter, Mr. Leeds muſt 


mean ſomething by proving that nobody elſe means. Tra- 


pezus is here the Nominative Caſe, and the Adjectiyes li- 
herum and clauſum, or the Adjective liberum, and the Par- 
ticiple clauſum, as it may be M. Leeds will have it, are both 
Neuter, as having the Termination um in no other Gen- 
der in the Nominative Caſe ; and I never heard of any o- 
ther Proof of the Gender of a Subſtantive, but the Ter- 
mination of the Adjective join'd with ir. And though 
that may here be, and J ſuppoſe is, with reſpect to oppe- 
aum underſtood, yet as to the practice of Speaking or 
Writing, tis all one whether he that ſays ſo, have that 

in his mind, the Reader or Hearer knowing nothing f 
that, And if a Neuter Adjective may be added to Trape- 
zus with reſpect to oppidum underſtood, though not nam d, 
then the Reader can be led into no material Miſtake 
by being told that Trapezus is Neuter, unleſs it be 
falſe Concord in the Speaker for not intending it; and 
then Mr. Leeds has made one New Diſcovery, he has 
brought the Doctrine of Intentions into Grammar: alſo. 
And after all, this mighty diſt inction, of the Adjectives 


being Neuter with reſpect to oppidum underſtood is in mx 
Book, I ſay in the beginning of n tbat 


(48) 
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ꝙpelam underſtood, ard beſide the Example I there gin, 
1 fay it is done in other Terminations alſo, though yn. 
; obſerv'd by Grammarians, and this of Trapezus is andther 
Example of it. There can be no difference therefore be 
tween Mr. Leeds and me in this matter, but the 
of intention, which I confeſs I did not think of. His nent 
againſt me is upon the Word Ilion, where be 
_ Gays, that having charg'd him with taking no notice of it 
wich an Adjective of the Feminine Gender, I forget to 


5. 2:2. whether he cannot find, N 
Tunc cum triſtis erat defenſa eſt Ilion armit. 


As for his Criticiſms, to prove that it ſhou'd be 1s; 
here, and not Ilion, they are all of piece with the reſt of 
his Arguments, and 1 ſhall not dilate upon them. Fot 
he contefles that it is fo in all Books, and Grammar is to 
be a Key to Books : when therefore learned Men, con- 
vincd by Mr. Leeds's Criticiſms, ſhall agree to alter the 
reading, I will ſo far alter the Commentaries. In the mean 
time let him anſwer his own Author, who in his farſt Book 
of Analogy. c. 12. having cited, 75 ity Tem 

Sed mihi quid prodeſt veſtris digefla lacertis 

Ilios 2 And poſt quam alta cremata eft 
Ilios ? 5 | Z | 


Bayr. niſi in utroq; hoe Ovidii loco Ition legi deber. Iss enin 


et in vert. M. S. S. optime Notæ, ac video id placuiſſi 
etiam Scaligero Notis in Catullum. And yet theſe art 

the very two Places, by which Mr. Led. wou'd prove 

that it ought to be read Defenſa eſt Ilios in the other, not 
lion. Methinks he ſhou d have conſulted his Principal 
before he had been ſo confident that Orid could never 
 fay defenſe off Lion. If he had done fo, he wou'd have 
ſeen chat his-incomparable Gerard never thought that Lion 


ſay any thing of it my ſelf, Let the Reader ſee Comme, 
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was an Adjective, as he does, 8 but ſays, i. e. Urbs lion 
Henſa, and makes - no bones of it. Wins hp this Gen- 
could never have efcap'd him, „ 
In the Names of Rivers, 1 ſay that Alb;s, Beth, Gellu, 
&c. are always Maſculine, and yet the Termination 5. is 
Feminine in Latin, to ſhew that the Names of Rivers do 
not always take the Gender of the Termination, as Veſſi= 
imagines. For this Mr. Leeds falls upon me, p- 15. 
ſeying, there is no ſuch matter, for that if che words that 

end in is were equally divided, he believes the Maſculine to be 

mire than the Feminine. 1 would not be he that ſhould 


fall under Mr. Leeds's laſh for ſuch a clumſy Expreſſion as 
this is, to talk of making a majority out of a Number, by 
cqually e e I know of nothing can match it, but 
an old Story I have heard of a Mayor, who being to 
moderate in the Suffrages of his Corporation, and finding 
the People a little obſtreperous, and in diſarder, bid them 
ſeparate themſelves together, and divide themſelves equally, 
and the Major part ſhould carry it. But the Mayor, no 
doubt of it, was an honeſt Gentleman, and meant well, 
and ſo does Mr, Leeds, Let us take him then hy, equally 
divided, to mean fairly divided, and ſee hat will come 
of ir. Now the Feminines in & are theſe that follow, as 
far as | can think of at preſent, dis, Amuſſis, Apis, Aus, 
Bilis, Buris, Caſſis, Claſſis, Clavis, Cratis, Cuſpis Cu- 
th, Febris, Feli, Fidu, Forts, Lentis, Lis, Meſfis, Naarn, 
Neon, Opis, Ovis, Pelis Felvis, Peſtis, Præſegis, Fuppis, 
Ratis, Ravis, Reſtis, Rudis, Securit, Sementis, Sitis Sor. 


\ 
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teman had minded any thing but the oppo 


nn, Turrig, Tuſſi, Vallis, Vaſtis, Vit, Vi, And 


er Mr. Leeds, who is ſo good, at telling rh ard, in 
a Definition, tell theſe right, #00, and then A 
te Nouns in &, as egualh as he plęaſes, and when he has 
found a majority of Maſaulines, 1 will ſee what may be 
brought in for a further Poll... He ſays hens indegd,, that 
he does but believe, that If the Nouns, in is; were equally. 


intel rhe Maſculine Wop ff x Sue fing Ra E 


But 
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But then he has a farther Argument to pin the Baabe, 
ani pur the matter out of all diſpute. For beſide the 
twenty Maſculines which he reckons up, he ſays, an 


($0). 


in all Adjectives of two Terminations, the former of the ty 
ends in is, and is Maſculine as well as Feminine, and im- 
mediately upon this, concludes poſitively againſt me, thy 
the Maſculines in j are more than the Feminines. Tj; 
therefore, ſays he, I would have put among the falſe thing, 
which I promiſed to ſhew in Mr. Johnſon's Book, Noy, 
Reader, Sure I may return Mr. Leeds his Jeſt, upon my 
Definition of a Subſtantive, viz. Riddle me, Riddle m, 
Riddle me this : What Number is thar, which being taken 
as often on one fide as tother, yet makes a majority d 
one fide? I fancy a Man might gueſs not only tweny 
times, but his life time, before he hit upon it, or ever im. 
gin'd, that the Man that had ſuch a Notion, was either 
Logician, Arithmetician or Grammarian. What, to make 
a Majority between two Candidates by double Votes! And 
to make this 2 further inſtance of the falſities of Mr. Fobn- 


' ſon's Book; this was a fetch beyond old Simo's. Nunquan 


quivi ego iſthuc intelligere. Vah conſilium callidum. 


I fay Cupreſſis is ſuppoſed by Vogius and his Follower 


to be Maſculine only in Ennius, but that it is Maſculine 
alſo in Celſus. "T0 this Mr. Leeds's lays, p. 1 5. That it 
does not follow that they ſuppoſed it to be Maſculine no wher 
elſe, but it may be, neither of them knew, or that tim 
thought of any other place. Well, qui bene diſtinguit,. bent 
diſput at, and this muſt be own'd to be a nice diſtinCtion 


of Mr. Leeds, between their ſuppoſing it to be the only 


place, and its being the only place they knew of. But 
what Service is there in this mighty diſtinction, either to 
the Credit of theſe Authors, or to the Satisfaction of the 


Reader? Certainly if they did not ſuppoſe it, they ought 


to have ſuppoſed it ; becauſe 'they ought to have read 
ſo carefully, that what they found nor, they might ſup 
poſe was not to be found. And whatever Mr. Leeds ſup- 
poſes, I fancy the Reader will be apt to ſuppoſe that 4 


1 N 
4d fo. And it is probable all the Grammarians have ſup- 
ed ſo, none of them having diſcover'd this place in 
celſus, Which in likelihood ſome of them wou'd have done, 
{they had not ſuppoſed that this matter had been through- 
|y examin'd by thoſe that wrote before them, and eſpeci- 
aly by Veſſius, whoſe induſtry in this matter is ſo notori- 
ous. I confeſs Mr. Leeds has given us many Inſtances that 
we are not to ſuppoſe ſo in his Writings, nor that they 
ie a Contraction of Vſſus, which Title they bear. A- 
mongit others, his Doctrine of the Preterperfect of Neco 
s one, For whereas Voſſius ſays, Necuit dixit Ennius, 
qud & apud Priſcianum in IX by which he plainly inti- 
mates Necavi to be the common Preterperfect, his Cons 
racter ſa ys, Necavi habet Cicero in Verrem, as if that were 
the only place, and Necui the common PreterperfeCt ; and 
yet there are fifty four Examples of Necavi, and but 
two of Necus. In like manner Veſfius ſays, Nectum in ſu- 
ino non legitur, præterquam in Compaſitis, his Contracter 
lets Necui Nectum in the Grammar paſs without Remark. 
But before theſæ Diſcoveries, who wou'd have thought that 
Mr. Leeds had read fo little, as to be guilty of hoſe groſs 
Miſtakes, ſo eaſily diſcoverable by any reading ? Surely 
it was more natural to ſuppoſe, that, if there had been any 
ſuch place, he would have taken care to have found it, or 
at leaſt ſome out of ſo many. Burt for me Mr. Leeds ſhall 
have the Benehr of his own diſt inct ion, I will not ſay that 
ne ſuppoſed there was ſuch a Participle as Nectus, and not 
Necatu, or that Necavi was extraordinary, and to be found 
only in Cic. in Ver. but that he had never found other- 
vile in his reading, or had forgot ic. But then ane thing we 
may ſuppoſe, namely, that even this one Example of Neca- 
vi was not found out by Mr. Leeds's reading, but borrow- 


ed from Farnaby, who, has the very fame, and Mr. Leeds 


acknowledges he makes uſe of Farnaby in this Work. But 
Mr. Leeds is much concern'd that I have nam'd Voſſius, and 
Mr. Walker, as having not obſerv'd this Place of Celſus. 
[ have given my Realons already for naming of Names, 


and 


P 
and if 1 ſhould here ſay further, that I was deſirous it 
e miglit be ſeen what pains I had taken, that ſo ſome con; 
derarion might be had of them, I know not how Mr. Lee, 
could blame me. He has done fo frequently himſelf, as| 
have ſhewed before, and for further Inſtances, take 
theſe which follow, Rhemius & Weſtmonaſterienſis Gramma- 
tice Scriptor addunt etiam tir ov, ſed qui ea voce utuntur 
nullum citant authorem, Meth. Græc. Lingu. doc. p. 57, 
Et aoriſtus primus apud Atticos Scriptores nonnunquam poni 
reperitur pro Futuro Indicativi ut qa pro Pedres, ut ut 
id improbat, Hen Stephanus, Ibid p. 5 1. Gram. Weſtm. 
dicit ſepius ſeribi meęnelrſo, ſed alit. Gr. lib. p. 59. Argue 
ut volunt Gaza & Sylburgius de, licet haud ſciamus a 
uſpiam reperiundum edc inter Græcos Scriptores. P. 91. 
And again he contradicts Moquotus by Name, p. 107. Now 
Mr. Leeds,_it ſeems, can name Names as well as other Peo- 
ple, when he has any to name. This is Mr. Leeds's Pra- 
ice, Reader, now let us ſee his Rule which he fo grave. 
ly preſcribes to me. And if Mr. Johnſon knew of another 
Place (i. e. where Cupreſſus is uſed in the Maſculine) it 
had been much more commendable to ſet it down without n. 
ming Voſſius or Mr. Walker; who as le would have the 
World believe, knew nothing of it: he had thereby avoided 
the C ime which he charges upon Lilly, of being ſuperfluous, 
and that which ij worſe, of ſomething, if it be not that, which 
Jools very like boaſting or bragging, which every Wiſe Man 
ſhuns, what he can, the very appearance of. Now if the 
contradicting former Authors by Name muſt needs be 
bragging and boaſting, ſurely I may at laſt fay to Mr. 
Leeds with Thats, Si ego dignus hgc contumelia ſum maxime, 
at tu indignus qui faceres tamen. Of all Men in the World 
Mr. Leeds ſhoud have held his Tongue, who is notori- 
ouſly guilty of the fame Practice. His finiſhing ſtroke in 
_ this Paragraph, is, That, as in theſe my large, large, large 
Commentaries, there is ſomething too much, ſo there is ſime- 
thing too little, in that being too much intent to ſhin. 


- that Celſus 4. well as Ennius, had uſed Cupreſſus i 
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the Maſeuline, I have forgot to ſay that it is Feminine at al 
But what need had I to fay it was Feminine? Does not? 
the Grammar, which my Animadverſions are upon, fay it? 
And do I contradict it? Now I ſuppoſe, in writing of: 
Notes, what a Man does not contradict, he is ſuppos d ro 
grant, and I ſhall be oblig'd to Mr. Leeds, if he will be 
o kind as to give me any better Rule for the future. In 
the mean time, Mr. Leeds's Fate meets with him here too, 
mmely, to be always blaming what he does himſelf, For 
he allo upon this Rule ſays, Cupreſſus, platanus, & popu- 
lu erent Maſculina veteribus, without taking any notice 
that they were Feminine at all. But he ſays, I do ir better 
in the Abridgment, or ſome body for me, for there I ſay Cu- 
eſſus commonly Feminine, is alſo Maſculine in Ennius and 
Celſus. Bur ſure, fince I leave that part of the Rule un- 
contradicted in the Commentaries , which ſays it is Femi- 
nine, I ſay in effect, that it is Feminine alſo, and that 


pain enough to any body's Underttanding, which the 


Book at large was deſign'd for. And if in the Abridg-' 
ment, which was deſign'd for the Uſe of meer Children,” 
[am more expreſs, why muſt Mr. Lreds needs ſuppoſe - 
ſme body elſe did it for me? 1 do not find he ſuppoſes any 
ſuch thing of the Book it ſelf, I may have wrote that, for 
any thing Mr. Leeds ſuppoſes to the contrary, And is 
Abridging ſuch a mighty Work, that a Man may not do 
it of his own Book, as well as Mr. Leeds of that of an- 
other Man? But Mr. Leeds's Work has been abridging 
here, and I find every Crow thinks its own Bird faireſt, 
and fo „ them rhink fr me. . 

Pag. 16, 17. Beſide what he chargeth me wich for 
miſrepreſenting Voſſus, and others, about the Signification 
of Thus (which I have acknowledg d, and excusd, the 
beſt J cou'd) he ſays, that whereas I fay, that Thus hardly 
appears by what is alledg d by Vous, to be put for 4 
Tree, it appears even as much, as by what is alledg'd 
by Mr. Johnſon. That which Mr. Leeds thinks Vogius bun 
port by, as plainly i F have done, . tis Quotation" 
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m Thurs out of Pliny ; and my Quotations for 
the Proof of it, are, Cortex Thuris, frequently us d by 
Celſus, and a Paſſage out of Pliny, where ſpeaking of the 
Libanotis, N H. L. 19. cap. ult. he ſays, Radicem habet oli 


Satri, nihil 4 Thure differentem. Now this laſt, at leaſt, is 


certainly a better Proof that Thus is us'd for the Tree, than 
chat of Voſſius, which Mr. Leeds contends for. And I can- 


not but fancy, if Mr. Leeds had not thought fo, he wou'd 


have faid ſomething to it, and not have left it wholly 
out, as he has done. And now, let me ash Mr. Leeds, or 
any of his Friends for him, if it had not been a great deal bet- 
ter, and more becoming a candid and civil Writer, to yield 
up the Point upon this Paſlage, which clears the Matter 
in diſpute, tho the other ſhou'd fail, than to ſingle out 
Cortex Thuris, againſt which he thought he had a better 
Advantage, and to put upon his Reader, as if I had 
brought no other Proof? But let us ſee what Advantage 


Nr. Leeds has in that. He ſays, if Lignum Thuris may 
ſignifie, or imply no more than Lignum ferens Thus, or 
unde Thus manat ; lo may alſo Correx Thuris imply no 


no more, than Cortex i/lius ligni quod Thus fert, or unde 


| Thus manat. And does Mr. Leeds think this an Argument 
againſt me ? I am the unluckieſt Man in the World, if it 
be. Surely it wou'd make for any body elſe in my 


Caſe, Why, 1 fay the ſame thing, namely, that it figni- 
hes Cortex illius ligni or arboris quod Thus fert, and by con- 
lequence, that by Cortex Thuris, is meant Cortex arboris 
Thuris, or Thuriferæ, and not Cortex gummi Thur1s, or 
5 Thus fert. And that Trees are ſometimes diſtinguiſh'd 


the Name of their Fruit in the Genitive Caſe added to 


Arbor, we have an Example in that of Cicero pro Flac, Ar- 


borem fici ; but that Barks are ever ſo diſtinguiſh'd, lies 
upon Mr. Leeds to prove. But Mr. Leeds makes uſe of 
this place of Cicero, to prove, that in Arbor Thuris of Pli- 
37>. Thuris is put for the Tree, and that Voſſius brings this 
place to prove it, which I have paſi d by, as not conducing t 
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places of this Book, I too aprarently ſtrive to do) ſeem to' be . 
ble to diſcover more than Voſſius had done. Well, if Ido 
ſo, it is no more than Mr. Leeds has here, and in other 
places, done by me. But let us ſee; Firſt, whether Ne 
brings it as any ſuch Proof. Secondly, whetherit really be any 
ſuch Proof, as Mr. Leeds pretends it is. For the Firſt, it is more 
likely that Voſſius alledges it to a quite contrary Purpoſe : _ 
For having ſaid, that Pliny uſes Thus for the Frankincenſe- 
Tree in thoſe Expreſſions, Virgas Thuris, and Lignum Thu- 
in, he ſubjoins, Sed & ab eodem *porvuias vitandæ canſt, 
Thuris Arbor vocari ſolet, quomodo Cicero etiam ici arborem 


iixit pro fico. Now I take Sed here to be a Diſcretite, 


and to intimate a different manner of expreſſing the ſame 


thing, becauſe he ſays of this Expreſſion in particular, 
namely, Arbor Thuris, that Pliny us d it to avoid an Homo- 
my, or Equivocal Term, He muſt therefore ſuppoſe ſome 
Difference in this Form of Expreſſion, from that of Lig 
Huris, Which fignifying in his Opinion, the Wood of the 
Frankincenſe-Tree, what can this Difference in the manner 
of Expreſſion be, but that by Arbor Thuris, Pliny means 
the Tree of the Gumm Prankincenſe, or which produces that 


Gumm > This I then took, and do ſtill take, to be the : 


meaning of Voſſius in this place; and not, as Mr. Lede 

wou'd Bee it, that ; he hereby gives 1b 4 very good Reaſon. 
vy we ſhould think Thus to fignifie the Frankincenſe-Tree. 
And as it is probable, that Voſſius meant as Ihave explain d 
him, fo it ſeems to me, that he was miſtaken if he meant 
otherwiſe: For to diſtinguiſſ a Tree, by the Genitive 'Caſe 
of its Product is allowable, as Servius calls the Spinus, P. 


* 
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- rance, for ſaying, chat Thus for the Tree, is the | 


7 


_ Compariſon 
which he agrees take their Gender rather from the Ter 
mination, than the general Noun Urbs, I had ſaid tha 
Trapezus was Main as being of like Signification, 
Termination, and Declenſion, wich Peſſi nus, Selinus, and 
-Phyour, which I bad prov'd to, be Maſculine, and yet i 
this Mr. Leeds oppoles me. But here in the Names of 
Trees, which take the Gender of Arbor much more com- 
-monly, than of the Termination, all of a ſudden Termi- 
nation and Declenſion are to carry all before them, / and 
Thus muſt be Neuter, tho? the Name of a Tree, tor the 
fake of Fus, Crus, Pus, which are no Names of Tires and 
in ſpite of Hic Mus Muris, Hec Tellus: Telluris. 1 ſhould 
think, ſince there is no Authority for its Gender, it were 
more allowable to uſe it in the Feminine, as almoſt all the 
qa of Trees are uſed, 2 N 75 Neuter for 1 ſake 
Rus, Crus, Jus, Pus, Pecia 7 nee it appears Tel 
lus, that this manner of Declining does not reject = Fe 
minine. And in this manner Mr. Leeds himſelf argues, 
when he has not me to oppoſe. For upon the words Ames 
dor amis and Tudes, Voſ, Contract. p. 3. he fays, Cijus ge- 
6 aeris fin id incertum omni no reli queruut autores, idea tutins 
in his abſtinere adjectivo certi generi s, verihn 1. alterutur 
ats cygeret \neceſſitas „uterer potius virili, quia in es exemr 
ti, quæ in obliquis creſcunt, prope. amnia ſunt Maſculine. 
I therefore in Nouns, which be, their Geoder from 
Termination, where expreſs Authority is e =} 
ſhould follow the Gender of the major Part, why 
not we do the like in the Names of Trees, the major 15 
3 not * Lan 


The next thing he bande fl with upon this word, is 
That I tar the common var of e l 


r. He ſays there is the — 2 4 of Analogy T 
it, there being, Hoe. Crus Cruris, Hoc us Juris, Hog Pu 
Fri s Ras Ruris. Now do but ſee, Reader, what 4 
- grievous Diſadvantage poor lirtle Mr. Johnſon lies under, i 
of great Vir. Leeds. In the Names of Cities 
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too? Mr. Leeds quotes the earned Aunotators 2 


be ſays of the Epicene Gender, p. 2, of his Specimens namely, 
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at another time, but here they are for me, Cut gener 
fs Thus pro arbore ex peterilus  deceri nequit z1quare. fins 
cauſa 4 Grammaticis inter Neutra reponitur.:. And ſince the 
common Grammar delivers This for a Neuter, for which 
there is no Authority, and that without Diſtin&tion, among 
other Neuters of Trees, for which there is Authority, the 
Ignorance is inexcuſable, and never the lefy-ſo for what 
Mr. Leeds has ſaid. What he ſays farther in this Para- 
best upon this word, is 6 very u1fling, ber J ſuppoſe 
no Reader will expect an Anſwer to it. 
The next Charge is about the Epicene Gander, p. 18. 
And the Indictment runs thus 3 Tle next, thing mberein T 
cannot tell how to reconcile Mr. Johnſon to hinelfs. 15 what 


ther under it are comprehended the Names ff alt living Creas | 
tres but MAN; and yet, p. 5. 7 Racks: be blames 
Mr. Leeds very: gravely, fon having Jaidy abet, he did not 
allow the word Homo to comprehend both Sees, 
Now where. is the Incon Iſtency here, that make it 0 
hard to reconciſe Mr. Fohnſon. to bimſelf? Or what hin- 
ders but that theſe two Propoſitions may ſet thein Horſes 
together well enough ? Namely, The Epicene Gender 
cemprehends under it the Names of all living Cre 
but Man. Mr. Jobnſon. blames Mr. Leeds, | e 
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is Epicene ; and he ſays, p. 51, where he has more to tha 
purpoſe, that in the Abrid t of the Specimen, 1G 
ttꝛi never Feminine. Well but do I fay it is Maſculine, 
when apply d diſtinctly to a Woman? Or does Mr. Leed; 
ſay fo either? Or can he prove it, if he ſays fo ? *Tis ne- 
ver Feminine indeed, that I know of, but then it is never 
Maſculine neither, when apply'd particularly to : 
Woman, This then being the very Notion and Mean- 
ing of an Epicene, that it ſignifies either Sex under one 
and the ſame Gender, and no body having yet proy'd 
that Home, when a Woman is ſignify'd, is Maſculine 
(tho* Voſſius has ſufficiently difprov's the Arguments yet 
brought for its being Feminine) it remains a Doubt ſtill, 
whether Homo, when apply'd to a Woman, be Maſey: 
line, and I might well enough except it out of the Ej;- 
cenes, as a doubtful Matter. And if this be a good Res- 
ſon, as I hope it may, then Mr. Leeds is oblig'd to me, at 
 Teaft, for this Diſcovery ; for he concludes this Paragraph 
thus, hy may not hic Homo be the Epicene Gender alſo, 
when it contains in it both Sexes, the Woman no leſs than the 
Man? Let Mr. Johnſon tell it if he can, for I can't. Thus 
much, ſuppoſing I had really ſaid, that under the Epicen 
Gender were contain'd the Names of all living Creatures but 
Man. But it is as plain, as plain can be, that I am there 
enumerating the Genders according to the vulgar Opini- 
on, and that, in particular, of the Grammar I examine. 
And it is certain, whether Mr. Leeds can tell it, or m5, 
that ſeveral Grammarians exclude Homo from the Epicene 
Gender, or elſe why does Vofius take ſuch pains to dif 
rove them. But as for me, I plainly ſtrike the Epicene 
out of the Genders, and giye my Reaſons for it; which i 
Mr. Leeds can anſwer, he will have an Advantage of me 
there; but as the Caſe ſtands, I think he has none. But 
he ere me for endeavouring to give him and the 
World a needleſs Inſtruction, that the word Homo may be 
apply d to a Woman as well as a Man, 2 
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here be is ſuffcientiy convinc'd ; and afterward, p. 50,51. 
that I miſrepreſent bis Meaning, in what I quote from 
him, to prove that he deny'd Homo to Ggnifie both Sexes, 
and that no Man of any Candor or Fuſtice, wou d, or cou d 
have given himſelf leave to put ſuch a Conſtrution upon his 
Words, 4 I have done. Well, let this be ſeen by the words 
themſelves, p. 22. of his Voſſius Contratus, ſpeaking of the 
Gender of the Termination Um as generally Neuter, he 
ſays, 6 nominibus in um demas propria virorum, ut Pægnium, 
Dinacium ; Mulierum, ut Glycerium, Phroneſium, juxts 
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regulam vulgo 4 pueris cantatam, 
Um Neutrum ponas, hominum fi propria tollat. 


And then ſubjoins, Licet viz agnoſcimus vocem hominem in- 
cludere utrumgq, ſexum. | Now v/hat can be made of this 
Note, but that which I make of it? It contains an Ad- 
rerſative Senſe ro Um neutrum ponas, homi num ſi propria 
zolles. And if fo, it muſt either contain ſomething con- 
trary to the Rule in the Terms of the Rule, or ro ſome 
Inference, which he would prevent being drawn from the 
Rule. Now in this latter Caſe it is ever neceſſary, to put 
down ſuch Inference expreſly and diſtinctly, otherwiſe the 
Reader can never know what Inference is meant. And is 
there any ſuch thing done here ? Nay, is not the contrary 
done? Does not includere utrumg; ſexum, ſignike the 
taking in of both Sexes, anſwerable to the Sm 0 of 
Hminum in the Rule? And does not his ſaying, # nomi- 
nibus in um demas propria virorum, ut Pægnium, Dinacium ; 
mulierum, ut Phronęſium, Glycerium, to which he applys 
this Rule of Um neutrum ponas, Ec. as equivalent, im- 
ply that by Hominum in the Rule, was meant neither 
more, nor leſs, than the Names of Vjrorum, & Mulierum 2? 
Since therefore he does not expreſly caution againſt any 
lnference that might be made of the Gender of Homo, he 
ainſt the Uſe of Homo, a8 
8 . 
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poſe it not to comprehend both Sexes. And let Mr. Lea, Wie 
— mean what he will to himſelf, he plainly ſays thus to erery L- 
"body's Underſtanding, who underſtands the Nature of an Wt 
Adverſative, or Reſtrictive Propoſition, call it which g. 

be will, and will be underſtood accordingly, til Hf 

be ſhall be pleas d to gratifie the World with a Key, or Wis 
particular Grammar for his Forms of Speech. He haz r 

aid indeed formerly, by way of Advertiſement, that he ber 

could not well be ſuppos d to be ſo ignorant, as not to in, 

know, that Homo included both Sexes, ſince there is in MGr 


the Grammar, nec vox hominem ſonat, O Dea certè! pri 
Now Tam not ſo forward to charge every Miſtake , 
upon habitual Ignorance, as Mr. Leeds is; but however, MW 
this is no Proof that he was not ignorant of it at that time. vl 
For, there is in the Grammar alſo, Argricolam arbor ad I 
frugem produRa delett at. and yet Mr, Leeds ſays, that this Win 
Noun, in the ſignification of Fruit has no ſingular Num- ¶ be 
ber, tho' there be as many Inſtances beſide to prove the ¶ io 
contrary, as to prove that Homo ſignifies a VVoman al- 0 
ſo. And therefore he cannot fay, that I have loſt my vi 
Labour in inſtructing the World in that too, ſince he a {Wiz 
| leaſt may be inſtructed by it, who before the coming out * 
of the Commentaries poſitively deny'd it. There is alſo in 0 
his own Grammar, or Voſſius Contrattus, from Farnah, lor 
that Olſolevi is the only Preterperfect of Obſoleo, and ya MW": 
upon occaſion, he forgets his Farnaby, and lays, Que pror- 
ſus Obfoluerunt Meth. Græc. Lingu. docend. p. 44. And then 
ſurely Mr. Leeds might as well forget nec vox hominem ſo 
nat, as theſe two. It were eaſie to go on with this Au- . 
thor at this rate, all that follows, excepting one Particu- f 
lar only, affording equal Advantage, as ſhall be made ap- WW? 
| pear hereafter, if Mr. Leeds require it, but 1 ſhall ſtop WW" 
here at preſem, for ſeveral: Conſiderations . __ 
Firſt, Becauſe the Book is grown as big already, as any by 
Reader, in likelinood, will be content to read in a Contro- WW 
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(61) 
he Bookseller is unwilling to venture the Printing of more. 
Tirdly, becauſe Mr. Leeds is an Old Man, and it may 
cem invidious to pufh things with him as far as they will 


fe which has ſo little of Inſtructiom. Secondh, becaule | 


. And this conſideration indeed had put a ſtop to this 


anſwer, if I had found Mr. Leeds ſome years ago, either in 
bis Arguments, his Latin or his Manners, ere a whit bet- 


er than he is at preſent. But when I found him talking 
heretofore at the ſame looſe rate, faultering in his La- 


in, as in pago Northumbrienſi optime de ſe merita, Meth. 
Grec, Lingu. Dedic. for merito ; Dixit autem ille, qui 


jriovem commodaverat, alterum ſe poſſe mihi mittere fi mo- 


4, poſtquam ſatis uſus fuero, non gravarer domino remit- 


re, Indic. Cathol. Præf. for fi uſus eſſem, or fuiſſem, 


which ſhall ſuffice at preſent. When I conſider'd this, 


| ay, and his unmannerly uſage of Mr. Hoadly, long 
ince, I concluded him to be the ſame Mr. Leeds, that 


he always was, and that Age had made no other Altera- 


tion, than rivetting and — what he had in his 
younger days; and thought my ſelf at liberty to deal 


with him as he had provok'd me to do, and yer 1 
bare not gone ſo far as that. But beſide this I have 
reaſon to ſuppoſe, that there was a much younger Man 


pyn'd with him; and if fo, they know beſt what be- 
longs to each, let them ſhare it amongſt them. 1 
ſha | only _— | 


Egregiam vero laudem, & ſpolia ampla tuliſtu, 
- Tug, puerg; tuus. — — 


ere are Fifty ſix Pages of meer fiddle faddle, hardly 
2 word by. which the Reader can be the Wiſer, or 
ve better underſtand the Buſineſs of Grammar; no 
ene Errour afſign'd, which 1 have any reaſon to own, 
but in the word Sicani, which I too heedleſly faid 
vas Maſculine, as well as Feminine, whereas oy wy 

5 70 Patro- - 
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WT © .Patrowymick, it is only Feminine, as be fays. ri 
2 ol EE” the. wi Controverly berween 1 4 
and me, is upon the Comparative; I ſhall, to ſtop hi 
__— Mouth, ſtate the Account between us, by way of Dy 
= -- ror and Creditor, by which it will appear with hoy 
much modeſty Mr. Leeds ſets up for a Dunn, when b. 
is ſo much more in my Debt. I ſhall go no furthe 
at preſent than this Examination, and when Mr. Le 
=, thinks fit to add his threatned more, I ſhall alfo bring 
=—_ the Remainder to Account. As for what he charges fo 
4  Miſ-quorations, I ſhall fend him back ro his own he 
p. 16, 17. for Payment, for the Miſprints, Hyp. Delu, 
and Biſons, let him look to his own Epicene thrice, p. 18 
of his Animadverſions, to climati and climatide for clemati 
Sc. p. 47. of his Voſ. Contr. and others, too mean all to be 
taken notice of, but in anſwer to ſo mean a Caviller ; let hin 
do this, and then the word Sicann is the only word! 
am indebted to him for. 1 


oft! 7 - Richard Johnſon, Debror te | Mr. Edward Leeds, Debra 
1 8 Mx. Edward Leeds. Richard Johnſon. 
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For Sicanis Maſ. only. 1 | For Pelion Mal. DTS 
i iy: T For Illion Fem.Marathon 
| 5 V 
On | MaſandFem.Termina-* 
| tions in the Names o 
Cities Neuter for the 
ſake of Oppidum. 
Canopus Maſ. and Fem. 2 
Proper Names of Ships 3. 
and Fables. 35 
For Names of Cities inq , 
um, Fem. 
| For Pontus and Saſon, Maſ. 2 
For Cupreſſu Mal. "+ : 
Celſus alſo. : =” | c 


ard Johaſon Pier to Mr. Edward : 1 1 Ib a] 


ard Leeds. 
** For Nouns i in 9s, 4 the 


For Nouns in us, Fem. 14, 

For Camelu, Fem. = 
For Amaracus, Ciriſus 

1 Doubtf. ; $ M 

For Nouns in um and! 
f on, F. em. 2 19 
For Linter Maſ. in Cato 
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For Canals as well Mal. 
Rem :: £ 

For Calxa Goal, Doubtf. 
For Paradiſus Maſ. only. 
For Pugibs Scipio, wo 
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Vnio, Mal. only, ande 5 


| Lux not Fem. only. 


ol For Nef Fem-only; 1 


For Adamas Fem. Biſon T 
6 3 Mal. 
. | ForGrex Fem. in LucrertW671 
Et 7 an b For Nyct icas ax, Dropax, 7) 
$5 ts I tar, Varix mi- 
| „ v e 
For Ru, * Neut. 
I. Nun, Fe. 
For the Gender . of Bon , 
and Caſtos. 
For Princeps, Fem. 
For AMxoceras, Buceras, 
fe | Neut. Chamerops, If- 
eee, 
I ges, Potamogi ton, S an- C 
Dat e dib ——— 
mi e e e 
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1ſt Special Rule, Fem. 13 „ 


For Cals Maſ. only, 4 
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| 8 ib. l. 34. r. Ulyſſes, Ulyſſe. p. 14. |. 4. for ſhall 2 


p. 27. |. 16. after this add [)]. p. 30. l. 8. for here r. then) 
p. 34- |. 10. r. infelicibus ov. p. 40. | 12. ing 
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| Richard Johnſon Debtor to] Mr. Edward Leeds 


Eduard Leeds, \ to Richard Johnson. 
C ? | For Atriplex, fem. 4 
| For Hiſtrix Maſ. alſo. 1 
For Culex, Ramex Maſ.y 
only; 5 Rume x, Tra- L 
dux, 27 arix, Doubtf. 
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AGE 4. 1. 21. dele ir. p. 10. |. 3. . ie 
5 ib. I. 8. alter Leodibus add at. p. II. J. 14. 7. 9 


r. bere, ſhall. p. 25. J. 20. r. after full; ib. J. 22. tha r. cha, 


n p. 43. L 21. ior calram, Te clarum, 
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Grammatical Commentaries, the Book here in Pipes 
I 1s ſold by S. Keeble at the Turks- Head in Fleet: ta 
0 J. Taylor, 7. Kynapton, D. Midwinter, in St. Pas 
T 5 G. Sawbridge in ng * 

06 Fr in Cornbill. . 


